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CURRENT TOPICS. 


- ‘We ane cian 10 earn that Lord Justice James is 
*apidly recovering from his indisposition, and it is ex- 
“pected will shortly resume his seat on the bench. 





THERE HAS BEEN & good deal of gossip current at 
“Tincoln’s-inn during the week about some observations 
wf “Which the learned Master of the Rolls was supposed to 
“Fare rede with reference to the Lord Chancellor’s mode 
preparing his judgments; and we have observed that 
ingenious gentlemen who concoct the “ London 
respondents’ ” daily dish of gossip for certain country 
papers have constructed quite an elaborate account 


% 
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of the judicial amenities at the Rolls. It so 

that during the argument of a case before the Court of 
Appeal on Thursday, some passages were cited froma 
judgment of Lord Cairns in the House of Lords, and the 
counsel who cited them pointedly observed that the 
judgment had been revised by Lord Cairns. The 
Master of the Rolls took occasion to remark that 
the report which had appeared in some newspapers, 
to the effect that he had on a recent occasion said in the 
Rolls Court that Lord Cairns is not in the habit of 
revising the reports of his judgments which appear 
in the Law Reports, was totally inaccurate. What 
really took place was this. A passage was cited 
from a judgment of Lord Cairns, which appeared 
to him to be unintelligible, and he then said that the 
judgment could not have been revised by Lord Cairns. 
In making that observation he intended to imply that 
the reporter was to blame for not having sent the judg- 
ment to Lord Cairns for revision. His lordship added 
that he had since spoken to Lord Cairns about it, who 
said that he had had occasion to blame the reporter for 
not having sent some of his judgments to him for re- 
vision before they were published, and that he always 
revises his judgments when they are sent to him by the 
reporter. Perhaps we may add that it is hardly satis- 
factory that reports should depend for their intelligibility 
on the revision of a judge. 





Tue pectsion in Davies v. Goodman (28 W. R. 150, 
L. R. 5 C. P. D. 20), on which we commented last week, 
like all decisions which contravene the general under- 
standing of a legislative provision, is certain to give rise 
to a large crop of questions. One was raised last week 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins in Baghott v. Norman, and 
the Vice-Chancellor appears to have adopted, unhesi- 
tatingly, the view of the Common Pleas Division. He 
recognized in the provision of section 10, sub-section 1, 
of the Bills of Sale Act a valuable weapon against 
money-lenders. He is reported to have said; “ It was 
obviously directed against those cases in which money- 
lenders were in the habit of advancing sums of money 
at an enormous rate of interest to necessitous persons, 
farmers, and others who were ignorant of the powers 
they were conferring, by which their property and 
everything that made life worth having might be taken 
for a small debt. These bills of sale were generally ona 
printed form, and they contained clauses of the most 
stringent character. It was no doubt thought by the 
Legislature that, if a solicitor had attested the bill of 
sale and had explained it to the borrower, there would 
be some protection against the money-lender. In his 
lordship’s opinion this clause was a most beneficial one, 
and he should be inclined to give it a liberal interpre- 
tation.” He accordingly held that a mortgage of a lease- 
hold theatre with the furniture was a bill of sale, and if 
not explained by a solicitor was void as against the grantor 
so far as it related to the furniture. It did not, 
apparently, occur to the Vice-Chancellor that the main 
result of his decision would be to embarrass a class very 
far removed from that against which, according to his 
view, the provision was aimed. In all mortgages of 
freehold or leasehold property it will now be the 
bounden duty of the solicitor to consider whether there 
are any chattels included, and if so to have the mort- 
gage explained by a solicitor. We wonderhow many 
mortgages coming within this description have been 
executed without due explaination since the 1st of Janu- 
ary, 1879! 





THE piscusston on the proviso for re-entry which has 
taken place since we referred to the subject has failed 
to elicit any novel practical suggestions, but it has called 
forth a letter to the Times of considerable importance. 
Both from internal evidence, and from the now well- 
known signature “B.,” we believe we are justified in 
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ascribing the authorship of this epistle to a learned Lord 
Justice of Appeal. The point of the writer is that the 
Legislature ought not to interfere to prevent foolish 
bargains from being made. After all, he says, a bargain 
isa bargain. The lessee has entered into it. ‘‘May be 
it is a foolish one, and one which the lessor ought not to 
have exacted. But he has, and it seems to me that for 
the Legislature to rescind it savours of a questionable 
agrarianism.” As regards rack rent leases, this, or 
something like this, is what we have always maintained. 
But the learned writer fails to distinguish cases which 
are totally different in their circumstances. In the 
class of leases in which, in our opinion, a legislative 
qualification of the proviso for re-entry is most required, 
viz., building leases (the proviso for re-entry in mining 
leases being usually expressly qualified), the case is not as 
it is represented by “‘B.” The lessee does not enter into 
the bargain ; it is the builder, who expects to have the 
property off his hands before the leases are granted, who 
agrees in the building agreement that such leases shall 
contain a proviso for re-entry on breach of any covenant ; 
moreover the builder who enters into the bargain has 
frequently to look for funds for erecting the houses either 
tothe ground landlord orto hissolicitor, and isnot therefore 
in a position to take exception to the provisions proposed 
to be inserted in the leases to be granted of the houses 
when erected. And, so far as our suggestion is concerned, 
it is not proposed that the Legislature shall “ rescind” 
the proviso for re-entry, but that it shall be re- 
stricted to the purpose for which by general under- 
standing and usage in cases of building leases it has 
always been intended — viz., as a security for the 
fulfilment of the provisions of the lease. This the 
learned writer describes as a case of ‘‘ people not being 
taken to mean what they say, but something 
else’”’; we should rather describe it as people 
being taken to mean what they do mean. If we 
are right in this statement as to building leases, 
it will be seen that as regards this class of leases, 
the learned Times’ correspondent is not a little 
wide of the mark. It is not a case of asking the 
Legislature to prevent foolish bargains from being made 
and to set aside those already made; it is a cave of 
asking the Legislature to qualify contracts entered into 
under circumstances of pressure, or, at all events, of 
indifference on both sides to the interests of the lessee. 
As regards the suggestion of “ questionable agrarianism,” 
we can hardly imagine that the learned writer 
has forgotten that the Legislature has already three 
times affirmed the principle that where the breach 
of covenant is clearly capable of being compensated, 
the bargain between the parties contained in the 
proviso for re-entry in the lease should be ‘“ re- 
scinded,” whether entered into in the past or the future. 
But he adds “it would be difficult to legislate on 
the subject without injustice,” and proceeds to cite the 
instance of the owner of a row of residential houses, who 
grants a lease of one of them, containing a covenant not 
to use it as a beer-shop, and a proviso for re-entry on 
breach of this covenant. What adequate damages, he 
asks, could the lessor get for breach of this covenant ? 
No adequate damages, we reply, and therefore it is that 
no one who knows anything about the matter proposes 
that the proviso for re-entry shall be absolutely swept 
away, even in the case of a building lease. The proposal 
is‘not that the proviso should be abolished, but that it 
should be restricted to cases where the breach of covenant 
cannot be, or is not, remedied by the lessee, and full 
compensation cannot be, or is not, made to the lessor. 





We nereznrep a few weeks ago to a remark made by the 
Lord Chief Justice at the Maidstone Assizes, where counsel 
having stated that the prisoner’s mouth was closed, and 
that he (counsel) could not give the prisoner’s account 
of the matter, the Lord Chief Justice said that * he 
could not acquiesce in that, for counsel represented 





the accused, and whatever the prisoner would be «, 
titled to say, that his counsel was entitled to say » 
his behalf,’ and to the observation of Mr. J 
Byles, that a prisoner has * the option of either spealing 
himself or of having his counsel to speak for him’ 
In a case at the Leeds Assizes on Tuesday the question 
arose whether a prisoner could both speak himself ang 
have his counsel to speak for him; and Mr. J 
Hawkins, with the concurrence of Mr. Justice Lush, hel 
that he could. “I think,” the learned judge said, “thy, 
though there are dicta of individual judges to 
found in the books, that a prisoner, when defended 
counsel, is not at liberty to make a statement to thej 

I ought not to be bound by any such dicta, becany 
there is no decision of any court of criminal appeal 
on the point. As a general principle a prisoner may 
make his statement, and give his version of the transa. 
tion in respect of which he stands charged. I shall, there. 
fore, though counsel appears for the defence, admit th 
statement of the prisoners. The statement might be 
made by the counsel, but I think it may also be made 
by the prisoners.” And accordingly it is stated that 
after the end of the speech of the prisoners’ advocate, 
they were allowed to make their statements to the jury, 
We should have thought that the better course would 
have been to allow the prisoners’ statements to be give 
before the speech of the counsel, so as to enable him t 
comment on it. It should be noticed, however, that in 
cases of treason the prisoner is always invited by th 
court to address the jury after his counsel have spoke 
for him. 





As WE ANTICIPATED last week, an order of transfer has 
been made of causes from the cause lists of the Master 
of the Rolls, Vice-Chancellor Malins, and Vice-Chancellor 
Hall to Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and, for the purpose of 
trial or hearing only, to Mr. Justice Fry. None of the 
causes will, except by consent, be placed in the paper for 
hearing before the 12th inst. 








Messrs. Cox & Sons in their monthly circular say, with 
reference to the sale of law forms in the Royal Courts of 
Justice, ** We have always been led to believe, and doubtless 
many others have held it co be a fundamental maxim, that 
the public tunds of the country could not constitutionally be 
applied by their custodians in the carrying on of any pa- 
ticular trade, calling, or business. Rightly or wrongly, the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue have established them- 
selves in business as printers and publishers of law forms, 
and a portion of the Royal Courts of Justice has ben 
appropriated to them as the place of sale, As tradesmen 
who for more than a quarter of a century have 
been engaged in the preparation and sale of law 
forms, we feel the competition to be a_ grievance 
of which we have just right to complain, this being 
intensified by the fact that some of our own publica 
tions are being exactly reproduced, and that matters of 
instruction given by ourselves for the guidance of ou 
customers are being made available for the practical use of 
the forms sold by the commissioners. The sale, moreover, i§ 
not limited to such as are subject to a judicature fee stamp, 
but consists of forms ptr: ; the list issued by them- 
selves under the title, “ List of Forms issued at the Inland 
Revenue Office,” containing many which are used solely 
by parties to an action or by their respective solicitors. 
Napoleon, when in the zenith of his power, descri 
England as a nation of shopkeepers, but he, doubtless, 
excepted the raling power of the country from that cate 
gory, and rightly so. Competition with a power having 
unlimited pecuniary means wherewith to establish itself in 
businees—not labouring under the compulsion to pay rent 
rates, or taxes of any kind, whose waste is not a matter 9 
be accounted as a loss and whose profits are not 
to any deduction on account of income tax—is too for 
midable to be encountered without a visible diminution of 
trading, hence the exception of Government from the 
of the designation and its restriction from entering 9p 
apy trade project.” 
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LUNACY LAW REFORM. 


Jus announcement in the Queen’s Speech of the in- 
tention of the Government to lay before Parliament a 
Bill for consolidating and amending the Lunacy Laws 
gids freeh importance to a subject to which we 
have recently drawn the attention of our readers. 
Some weeks ago we pointed out shortly (p. 82) the 
very gtave abuses to which, as it seems to us, the 

laws are open, and we then promised to recur 
to the subject at a fitting opportunity, and to make some 
suggestions for the improvement of the law in the 
matters complained of. The somewhat remarkable (and 
singularly illogical) issue of the cause célébre then in 
progress, furnishes, we think, an apt illustration of the 
justice of our criticisms, That can hardly be described 
as a eatisfactory system of law which leaves a man, 
admittedly sane, substantially without remedy for a 
prolonged imprisonment, because his conduct had been 
‘such as to induce in the mind of his incarcerator an 
erroneous belief that he was subject, not to any 
maniacal fits or paroxysms dangerous either to himself 
or others, but to a delusion which, if well founded, 
would have been disagreeable mainly to himself, and 
which, as it was, was simply ridiculous. In our opinion 
the existence of such a delusion as that alleged ought 
not, however conclusively proved, to warrant the forcible 
imprisonment of its victim; but that a reasonable, though 
unfounded, suspicion of its existence should be accepted 
as justification for the act seems to us the very acme of 
absurdity. Yet this result is strictly in accordance with 
the general principles of our law of lunacy, which (1) 
assumes imprisonment as the normal treatment for 
lunatics, and (2) throws the onus of proof, not upon the 
would-be incarcerator, but upon the alleged lunatic, if 
only the prescribed certificate—of the nature already 
pointed out in these columns—has been previously 
obtained in all proper form. 

But the principles upon which a good lunacy law 
should go are, as it seems to us, directly antagonistic to 
those above mentioned. They ought to be—(1) To secure 
that no one should be made liable to be treated as a lunatic 
without the most searching inquiry, conducted in public, 
and by a competent judicial officer ; so as, as far as may 
be, to preclude the possibility of fraud, accident, or 
mistake. (2) So to provide for the control of lunatics 
4s to interfere as little as may be with the free exercise 
of their individual liberty. And that there would be 
nothing very revolutionary in the adoption of these 
mnie is sufficiently evident from the fact that they 

in the main (but with one exception) the basis of 

the rules regulating the action of the Lord Chancellor 
and Lords Justices, as the persons intrusted under the 
tign manual with the custody and control of lunatics ; 
in other words, they are recognized as principles 
properly applicable to the case of those lunatics who are 
Possessed of property sufficient for their support, and 
the administration of whose property has been under- 
taken by the Crown. The exception is, however, one of 
some importance—namely, that, whether from mistaken 
delicacy of feeling toward the alleged lunatic himself or 
friends, or from false motives of economy, the 
inquiry into the sanity of a person supposed or asserted 
to be lunatic may be, and ordinarily is, conducted in 
private, often even with studied secrecy. Now, we feel 
strongly that such a private inquiry ought never, under 
any circumstances, to suffice to justify the subsequent 
tteatment of any person as a lunatic. We are not 
ignorant of the arguments which cap be urged in 
Mpport of the practice ; of the hardships which enforced 
city would entail on the lunatic himself, 

td still more upon his family and connections; 
ot the expense necessarily attendant upon a 
tolemn investigation such as we think needed, with 
Sresult not often very different from that arrived at 
more simply and expeditiously under the present prac- 
; and we have heard it asked somewhat triumphantly 





whether it is reasonable to sacrifice the dearest 

perhaps the best interests—of a whole family in order 
to bestow a doubtful boon upon one who, nine times out 
of ten, neither wishes for it nor can appreciate it. But 
these considerations, weighty as they sound, seem to us 
insignificant as compared to the danger to personal 
liberty involved in the present system and in no other 
part of our legal machinery. If no one would think of 
inflicting permanent imprisonment without trial as the 
result of crime, even when the criminal has been taken 
“red-handed,” with what consistency can we apply to 
misfortune a rule which we consider too harsh for guilt ? 

The first rule which we should lay down, then, as 
essential to a good lunacy law (a rule admitting of no 
exception, even by the consent of the alleged lunatic ; 
for if he be lunatic, he is incapable of giving a valid 
consent, and if not, the inquiry ought not to take place 
at all) is this:—No inquiry into the sanity of an 
lunatic, whether by a Master in Lunacy or otherwise, 
should be held in private: in order to authorize the™ 
detention of anyone as a lunatic, such inquiry ought to 
be public, to proceed exclusively upon sworn evidence, 
given by witnesses produced for cross-examination, and 
ought to be conducted by a competent judicial officer, 
assisted either by a jury or by sworn medical assessors, 
at the option of the alleged lunatic, but in no case 
acting upon his own judgment merely. pecan of aay 
such inquiry ought to be borne, in the first instance, by 
thé person instituting-the same, but he should be re- 
couped Out of the lunatic’s property (if any) whenever 
the case was satisfactorily established. 

There are, however, cases where lunacy takes the 
form of violence, dangerous either to the lunatic himself 
or to others, and to meet such cases provision must, of 
course, be made. It would be impossible, for instance, 
to suffer a man known to be liable to fits of homicidal 
mania to remain at large until he had actually killed 
some one, pending the prosecution of such an inquiry as 
above mentioned. But just as provision is made for the 
apprehension of an alleged criminal, and his detention 
until he can be regularly brought to trial, without in 
any way imperilling the right of every innocent man to 
personal liberty, so, we think, similar provision might 
reasonably be made for the apprehension and detention 
pending the inquiry of alleged lunatics, in cases where 
there is reasonable ground for fearing violence from 
them if left at large. ‘ 

Our second cardinal rule, therefore, would be this :— 
No lunatic to be liable to be forcibly detained in any 
asylum or other place whatever, until his lunacy had 
been established by inquiry, except under a warrant 
from a magistrate, which warrant should only be grant- 
able upon sworn depositions showing that the deponent 
had reason to fear, and did actually fear, that the lunatic, 
if left at large, would be dangerous, either to himself or 
some other persons. Such warrant should only be valid 
for seven days from its date, unless before the expiration 
of that time proceedings for an inquisition had been 
duly commenced. It should be obligatory on the person 
obtaining such a warrant to take such proceedings 
within the said week, and his failure to do so, or duly to 
prosecute them, when commenced, up to report, should 
be conclusive evidence against him in any action for 
false imprisonment which the alleged lunatic might be 
advised to bring. 

These provisions, if thoroughly carried out, would, we 
think, bejsufficient to secure, what certainly cannot be 
predicated of the law as it stands, at least as high @ 
degree of probability that no sane man was kept under 
detention as a lunatic, as there now is that no innocent 
man is condemned to penal servitude as a criminal; 
absolute immunity from error is impossible in any 
human regulations, but it is not, we think, too much to 
ask that the liberty of the insane should be as jealously 
guarded as that of criminals. 

What ought to be the treatment of persons who are 
undoubtedly lunatics, and whether their detention is not 
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i Gm the vast majority of instances, an unnecessary—and | 
'< even mischievous—aggravation of their misfortune, is, 
« matter for an important and interesting investigation, | 
but it does not fall within the scope of our present, 
ainguiry. | 


Sedition Cactaia | 


STOCK EXCHANGE CONTRACTS. 


Tue case of Thacker y. Hardy (27 W. R. 158, L. R. | 
4 Q. B. D. 685), decided by the Court of Appeal, isa! 
tase of considerable importance with regard to the 
relation between brokers on the Stock Exchange and 
their clients. Though very elaborate judgments were 
pronounced, it does not appear to us that the case 
really admitted of much doubt, unless, at least, the gen- 
erally received opinion as expressed in the text-books 
and otherwise was at fault. We have always under- 
stood it to be the law that gambling contracts, unless 
rendered illegal in the sense of being prohibited by 
some particular statute, are merely void but not illegal, | 
and that contracts whose object is gambling in public | 
securities, not being prohibited by any statute, fall | 
within the general rule, It has long been supposed, we 





imagine, that, inasmuch as gambling contracts are not | 
illegal where not expressly made so by statute, a broker | 
who, following the instructions of his client, has entered | 


into such contracts, and in consequence has incurred 


liabilities, is entitled to be indemnified by his client. It | 


‘will be seen that in the present case the contracts entered 
into by the instructions of the principal were not void 
contracts, The contract alleged to be a gambling con- 
tract, and as such void, was that between the broker and 
his client, and it was argued that this disentitled the 
broker to indemnity; but if the broker could recover 
moneys paid in pursuance of a void contract made with 
the third party, ¢ fortiori he could recover where the 
contract with the third party was valid, though entered 
into for gambling purposes, so far as the client was 
concerned. The arguments urged for the defendant 
met with what appears to us to be a most powerful answer 
in the judgment of Mr. Justice Lindley in the court 
below, and of Lords Justices Bramwell, Brett, and 
Cotton, in the Court of Appeal. The judgments are 
good legal reading, especially because they so precisely 
‘and felicitously distinguish things that are frequently 
confused, but we cannot say we think the point itself 
needed quite such elaborate treatment. The tendency 
of the day in all matters—and legal matters form no 
- exception—seems to us to be towards over elaboration. 
Essays such as Lord Bacon’s could never be 
produced at the present day; where he would 
write an essay on a topic in a couple of pages, 
@ thinker of the present day would occupy 
forty. The same kind of observation applies to many 
judgments of the present day. Because a case concerns 
the Stock Exchange or some important mercantile 
question, it is made the subject of the most diffuse and 
elaborate argument, though the principles involved are 
-guite simple and not at all novel, 
But to return to our topic. 


The case in question 
was tried without a jury, and consequently there 
were no findings of facts in the ordinary sense of 
the term, and therefore, the judges who successively 
dealt with the case had to find the facts for them- 


eclves. It was pretty clear that neither the broker 
nor the client looked upon the transactions in ques- 
tion as carried out for the purposes of investment in 
the legitimate sense of the term. The client, who 
was defendant, was merely speculating. He had no 
gocans of taking up the amounts of shares and stock 
which were purchased, or of delivering the amounts 
that were sold by his orders. It must therefore have 
been contemplated that he should buy or sell again, as 
the case might be, and he trusted that the plaintiff, the 
broker, would arrange matters so as to render nothing 
but differences payable by or to him, as the case might 
be. Jt-was urged that this was gambling of so 





pernicious a character as to be contrary to public 
policy, and-fllegal at common law; andthe 
mystical expression, “‘ time bargains,” seems to hava hep 
freély used in the course of the case, by way of treg. 
ing a general impression of illegality. It was 
that, inasmuch as both parties knew that the tray. 
actions were of this mature and had  joiniy 
embarked ‘upon them, the broker ‘was mot @. 
titled to indemnity. The court does not seem ip 
bave been much impressed by the argument, and haf 
wery little difficulty in dealing with it. They o 

as we have already pointed ont, that the contrasts 
entered into between the broker and the jobbers on the 
Stock Exchange were clearly not time bargaing .r 
gambling contracts at all. The only question, therefore, 
was whether a person, who has effected a valid contragt 
by the instructions of a principal with a third person, js 
not entitled to be indemnified by the principal, becaug 
the object of the principal was, to his knowledge, g 
gambling one. 

It seems to us that, on the general principles of 
law, the answer is plain. The question did né 
arise whether the plaintiff would have been entitld 
to indemnity in respect of moneys paid by him m 
contracts void by reason of their gambling nature. Wedo 
not think, as we have already said, that the result ought 
to have been different if the contracts made by the broker 
with the jobbers had been contracts void from their 
gambling nature. If I request a man to pay money for 
me on a merely void contract, he, nevertheless, can te 
cover it from me, because he has been guilty of no 
illegality, and has paid it at my request. So it seems to 
us that even if the contract effected by the broker had 
been merely to pay or receive differences, assuming him 
to have paid the differences at the client's request, he 
would have been entitled to indemnity. A difficulty 
might arise in such a case if the client were to withdraw 
the authority to pay the differences for him, for if the 
contract were void, the broker, though bound by the 
rules of the Stock Exchange to pay, could not be suedat 
law, and it might perhaps be doubtful whether he would 
be entitled to recover in respect of a payment voluntary, 
so far as the law was concerned, and made contrary 
to the instructions given to him. But the case 
now in question was an @ fortiori case. 

It is observed by the court that a real “ time bargain” 
is probably somewhat rare. ‘There has been, we believe, 
a good deal of confusion of idea with regard to the 
supposed gambling contracts on the Stock Exchange, 
and we think that juries may sometimes have been 
misled by reason of an imperfect apprehension of the 
law on the subject. The observations in the judgment 
may be valuable as tending to remove this confusion, 
In the vast majority of instances, the contracts made on 
the Stock Exchange are perfectly valid contracts for the 
purchase and sale of shares. The fact that the partis 
can ultimately deal with their liabilities by re-selling of 
re-purchasing, so as to avoid actual delivery or payment 
of the price, and intend to do so if the speculation prove 
unsuccessful, cannot turn these contracts into wagering 
contracts. In one sense, every contract for the sale 
goods is a wagering contract, inasmuch as its profi 
ness depends on the future rise or fall of the value of 
the goods, and the law itself, in the event of a breach, 
only compels the payment of differences. The line 
between gambling contracts and non-gambling contracts 
cannot be drawn, unless it is part of the contract that 
differences only shall be paid. There seems to be a hazy 
notion in the minds of man with regard to these Stock 
Exchange transactions that, because the parties en 
into them on the one side do not contemplate bond 
investments, the contracts are void. This notion, whea 
analyzed, breaks down altogether. It is impossible 
say whether parties are gambling when the contract is # 
substantial contract binding one to deliver and the othe 
to purchase. Their ultimate intentions as to how they 
may reduce their liability in the event of a loss 
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) any tangible test. Then, as between the broker 
and client, it: would place a broker in the most danger- 
wousand uncertain position if he could or could not 
wecover, ‘according as a jury thought he had reason to 
ipélieve or not that his client intended a bond fide invest- 
ment. And, again, even if the client is gambling, why, 
4n ‘justice, should the broker be disentitled to recover 
that which he has actually had to pay in pursuance of 
this employer’s directions? The business of the Stock 
Dxchange could not be carried on if the law were so. 
Wt is very unfortunate that persons will gamble, and it is 
quch to be deplored that it is so, but, afterall, a market 
dor the public disposal of securities is a necessity of 
modern life, and if it brings its necessary evils in con- 
equence of the tendencies of human nature, these must 
be accepted. It seems to us probable that gambling 
ds‘one of those evils which is susceptible only of very 
limited correction by law. 








General Correspondence. 


QUGHT THE PROVISO FOR RE-ENTRY TO 
BE QUALIFIED? 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Bir,—I am very glad to observe that you have taken 
up this important question, and that the frightful 
insecurity of leasehold property in point of law is 
beginning to occupy public attention. I say in point 
of law, because I am convinced that in the majority of 
cases the practical danger of the tenant is little or none, 
—so strong is the general feeling on the part of land- 
lords and their advisers against an unjust exercise of 
the proviso. 

But recent disclosures have shown, what any one 
having the slightest knowledge of human nature might 
have surmised, that instances of improper use of the 
proviso are sufficiently numerous to call for a legislative 
temedy—and a legislative remedy there must be. What 
is wanted is to relegate the proviso to its proper pur- 
pose—to prevent its being used by a landlord as a means 
¢ getting for himself the improved value of the demised 
Premises, and to do this by retrospective legislation. 

Zo shape a perfectly just proviso will, no doubt, 
@eatly tax the ingenuity of the parliamentary drafts- 
man. The proviso suggested at the close of your 
atticle on the subject is adequate in substance, but 
“ppears to need elaboration.* The provisoes suggested 
byyour correspondents appear to me to be inadequate, 

they do not provide for the case of a covenant 
Which it may have become impossible or highly burden- 
‘me to perform. 

The chief difficulty will be in providing for these and 

tther exceptional cases, and also in defining what are to | 

cases in which the general rule which it will be 
Decessary to lay down—that either compensation for 
teach or injunction to perform, and not forfeiture, is 
the proper and natural remedy for breach of covenant— 


Hit were sought to deprive landlords of property of 
ay real value, it would be necessary in a Bill, which 
Will be valueless unless retrospective, to give compensa- 
tin in the way of increased rent or otherwise; but inas- 

as, singularly enough, the value of leasehold 


Biesence.of the proviso, it seems to me that where defi. 
fails—and fail it must do in some cases—the 
and not the tenant ought to suffer. For to the 
it may be a question of life.and death. 
Twnar ' Terre. 


rr was not intended as more than a hint.—Eb. S.J, 





{To the Hditor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Bity—With reforence to the oft-suggested amendment 


ordinary proviso for ‘re-entry, with ‘the 

qualification as to notice, be made incidental to ‘every 
lease ? If the Government propose some’such measure 
as that referred to in your issue of the 31st -ult., it would 
be a convenient opportunity perhaps to ‘introduce the 


subject. 
Feb. 2. 


G. W. 
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Tanner, E. Wansey, W., B.A. was 220, as against 225 at the close of last year, 
Tarleton, F., B.A. Warne, Collin ordinary members to the number of twenty-five joined gy 
Tatton, W. J. Weare, G. E. society during the year. Twelve were admitted soli 
Templer, R. G. ‘Webb, W. and thus became honorary members; while eleven ceased tp, 
Thompson, E. A. Whitley, A. T. R. be members of the society. The number of ondj 
. Tough, D. W. Williams, R. G. 8. nee *, the society Fay oe i sf pe ag 
Tozer, Solomon Wise, A. J. pin ao bevy y ear, The “ey 15 baxvlote members of ty 
Underhill, J. G., M.A. Wood, E. R. and 87 om pri race and articled clerks Treaty i 
Welhouse, M. E., B.A. Wright, H. L., B.A. meetings were held during the year. ‘The average attendaag, 
Walker, John, jun. was twenty-four, a slight increase on last year. Fourteends. 
— bates had been held—thirteen on moot points of law or equity, 
LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. and ‘tom on nt ee: sag Pager i 
The weekly meeting of this society was held at the Law a gs sg ns oclety were due to 
Institution, on Tuesday evening mf Mr. A. E. Hemsley — tone W. a the Tumptre fr 
occupying the chair. There was a large attendance of = + ag peop’ ms . ffer d b } ng awarded; 
members, and the following resolution, brought forward by Mr. ay ; slepagpeeed mel “4 . The Pod 1% Bociety, to 
Mr. Lewis Rendell, was unanimously carried :—‘‘ That the f th aa of 22 25, ' Mr A. 5.0 1 he on Prize 
committee were justified in omitting to arrange for a| ° che os : 2 : ~ of ke rainy Pi committee 
meeting of the society on Tuesday, the 9th day of December, fo H : 4 —— a8 yore hot nd th ri pe: 
1879, under the circumstances of having arranged in pur- lik aed - ee v7 nant secon The at DO suns oe 
suance of the resolution of the society, passed on the 4th | ““°¥. wt oy "Sone 1879 ea ee at the final 
day of February, 1879, for a debate with the United Law 5. Haret nese a8 Ro le Sb + Maye * at Mes, 
Students’ Society, on Wednesday, the 10th day of December, | \ 4: hentitled th h angee aatt agg’ gee lent pea 
1879.” The subject appointed for the evening’s debate was as be th —_ _ ry ape ee 4 i pe atc 188 
follows :—‘* When a will contains a devise of real property it - th pe polls score: rey a 1 anneal 2 
to a person in fee simple, and’ also a devise of the same Ho ey Seth heck fee of ne her oo 
property in fee simple, ‘ in case the first-named devisee does | y J°5.'3 to Mi WwW S. tn =. = ae Lyre 
not dispose of the same, but not otherwise,’ and the first | *”°"%° — thay se alps e award arrived too lip 
. A 5 ” for insertion in last year’s report. Mr. Rogers had also bem 
devise lapses, will the second devise take effect ?” And the ded the prize for 1879.—Mr. Crockford 
following cases amongst others were cited in the course of pe _ ye" rd aeceidiias ditio of A napa treasure) 
the arguments :—Hughes v. Ellis (20 Beav. 193), In re | Toe the repor a ° ee ro ath ~~ ee which 
Stringer’s Estate (35 W. R. 815),Greated v. Greated (26 Beav. | is 2 SVery respebt most Gatishng ory ae een 
621), Holmes v. Godson (4 W.R. 415). Mesers. A. Austin, | '2¢ 8@option o ete the » and t ft ee sony —_—< i 
the opener, J. W. Evans, and Lewis Rendell supported the The a to thom y, yond Aa Pa +. Pari ; “on 
affirmative, and Messrs. Henry Godwin, Kirk, and Ellis, the ow anc y the a seta oe WS R E, 
negative ; the question, after being very warmly debated, A. oo . mee ogg em), Cr kford oi 
was decided by a majority of one. The subject appointed Ba le C p tees Os “Edi = a wT ET es ” LM 
for debate next Tuesday is as follows :—‘‘ Is it desirable that Ban aids a ey, hee _ nnd daha aylor, teal 
women should be admitted to professions and to a larger and cpt (ordinary members) were elected as » commitaane 
more direct influence in public life than they now possess ? ”” ap grctins Pee. . ? : 
It will be opened by Mr. Lloyd Jones. The PRESIDENT then delivered his address, in the course of 
which he offered a few hints on the mode of conducting 
contentious proceedings. He recommended in all cases, 9» 
UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. soon as 4 client entered their offices, that they should obtain 
A meeting of the above society was held on the evening | the fullest and most accurate statement of facts necessary to 
of Wednesday last, at Clement’s Inn Hall, when Mr, N. F. | conduct the case. One of the best means to insure accur 
Synnot opened in the negative the subject for debate :— | Was to abstain from putting leading questions to the ¢ 
“That so long as the Irish seek to subvert existing laws | leaving him to deliver his own story. It was absolutely 
they are not entitled to relief at the hands of the English | necessary to find out, as much as possible, the case of their 
nation.” He was followed in the same line by Messrs. T, | Opponents. He next referred to the preparation of pleadings 
Bateman Napier, G. Farrell Jones, W. Pain Grigsby, B. H. | 804 proceedings, the notices to produce and to admit, remark» 
Pickersgill, A. D. Maclaren, and F. O. Edlin; whilst | ing that an indiscriminate notice to admit was not advisable, 
Messrs. R. Gwynne Templer, W. Dowson, R. B. D, | Alluding to the mode of conducting a trial, he expressed 
Ackland, and E. F. Spence maintained the affirmative, The | his disproval of the preparation of a cut and dried speech, 
chairman (Mr, Ackland) summed up, and the motion being and the “ bullying” of a witness, advising, however, that in 
put to the vote was carried in the affirmative by a majority the event of the witness being dishonest they should ‘‘ showhim 
of two. up ”asmuch as they could. Much harm wasoften done to a.case 
On the 28th inst., the annual inaugural meeting of the | by excessive cross-examination. It excited feelings of di 
society will be held, when Mr. Farrer Herschell, Q.C., M.P., | #04 disapprobation which often made itself felt in the 
has consented to preside, and the attendance of the friends | result. Whatever the nature of the case which they might 
of members wil) be acceptable. have to conduct he advised: them “ to stick to the point, 
—_— and avoid all irrelevant issues and discussions. He sw 
ingame? 
BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. | Seavently Proposed, tie to ouety and ia Find 4 
The thirty-third annual meeting of this society was held | expressed his great approval of the formation of that and 
on Tuesday, January 27, at the Grand Hotel, Birmingham. | other similar societies, pointing out the great advan 
Mr. J. S. Dugdale (recorder of Birmingham) took the chair, | which it conferred upon the members in many ways. 
and Mr. N. Lakin Smith the vice-chair, There was an | was very glad to hear that the society was in such & 
attendance of nearly sixty members and their friends. | flourishing condition, and he hoped that it would continue 
Amongst those present were Messrs. Henry Hawkes (borough | to flourish and prosper. He had had the advantage of being 
coroner), Mr. Registrar Parry; Councillors G, J, Johnson | a member for some years, and thought the society was ptd- 
oy C. E. Matthews ; Messrs. Hugo Young, N. Nathan, | ductive of great good. It kept law students together, gavé 
- 8. Allen, Baker, Cannings, Spencer, Whitehouse, Crock- | a high tone to them, and afforded them excellent practice by 
ford, Edwerds, Samuel, and Rogers (hon. secretary). | enabling them to discuss points of law. 
Letters of apology for non-attendance were announced from Mr, W. Sxowetx Roaers (hon. sec.) responded on behalf of 
the Mayor of Birmingham, Mr. J. Motteram, Q.C. (judge of | the society. After alluding to’the success of the soclety, be 
Birmingham County Court), Mr. Registrar Cole, the Town | stated that only two, out of over 200, honorary members 
Clerk, Messrs. Martineau, Marigold, Plumptre, Rowlands, | died during the year, and no law student had died, He 
and many others. referred to the want of higher education for articled clerks, 
After dinner the report of the committee was read by Mr. | and asked the Law Society to consider whether something 
W. S. Rogers. It stated that during the year six honorary | could not be done in the matter.—The Vice-President, in ® 
members joined the society, and ten ceased to be members. | humorous speech, proposed “The Birmingham law 
The total number of honorary members at the present time ! Society,” and it was responded to by Mr, G. J. Johmsode 








werseseeag 2 









ie 






i 






a 
R: 
= 









































Es 















SFSESS F33ks FS 








PS 








Feb. 7, 1880. 


SOLICITORS’ JO URNAL, 


271 








——————— 
— 


=Mr. Johnson, in responding, (said the work of the society 
during the last seven years had been to build up the finest 
‘Iirary out of London, and in a few weeks that work 
would be completed. When the record of its completion 
eame to be public—the catalogue was already in type 
—they would receive with equal surprise, satisfaction, 
and astonishment some idea of the amount of labour 
which had been bestowed in connection with the work. 
When this work was really completed they intended to 
turn their attention to the subject of law lectures. He 
believed that the course they had already adopted was the 
beginning at the proper end. A library was now founded, 
which would be of great use not only to the Birmingham 
law Society, but to the Law Students’ Society, for 
generations to come. The governing body were more 
than anxious to do everything in their power to 
afford to the law students of the present day and of the 
foture that training which they recognized as clearly and 
es heartily as Mr. Rogers had done. Mr. C. HE. Matthews 

posed ‘‘ The Bench and the Bar,” to which Mr. Registrar 
er and Mr. Hugo Young replied.—“ The Health of the 
President,” proposed by Mr. F. H. Samuel, concluded the 
proceedin; 


gs. 


Cases of the Weck. 


ComPANY—ARTICLES oF ASSOCIATION—QUALIFICATION 
or Drirecrors—AcTING WITHOUT QvuALIFiIcaTION—Mis- 
FEASANCE—CoMPANiEs Act, 1862, s. 165.--In the case of 
In re Canadian Land, &c., Company, before the Master of 
the Rolls on the 29th ult.,an important question was 
argued, whether two directors who had acted as such 
without having the necessary qualification in shares accord- 
ing to the articles, could be held liable for a misfeasance, 
end ordered to contribute to the assets of the company a 
gum equal to the amount of the shares they should have 
held, under the powers given to the court by the 165th 
section of the Companies Act, 1862. By the articles 
each director was bound to hold 100 £5 shares in the 
company, and, by another article, if a director ceased to 
hold that number he became ineligible to continue to act 
as director, The 165th section provides (inter alia) that, 
“where, in the course of the winding up, it appears that 
any director or officer of the company has been guilty of 
‘ny misfeasance or breach of trust in relation to the com- 
pany, the court may, on the application of the liquidator, 
€xamine into the conduct of such director or other officer, 
and compel him to contribute such sums of money to the 
‘assets of the company by way of compensation in respect 
of such misfeasance as the court thinks just.” The question 
‘@rose on a summons taken out by the liquidator that the 
two directors might be ordered each to contribute £500 to 
the assets of the company. Jxssex, M.R., said that 
the object of requiring a qualification from directors 
‘was to provide a sateguard to the company that persons to 
‘whom important powers were delegated would exercise 
those powers properly, and if a director chose to act as 
Such without the necessary qualification, in his opinion he 
was guilty of a serious misfeasance and wrongful act 
within the meaning of the section. One question was 
whether these unauthorized persons came within the 
designation of “ director or other officer of the company.” 
The court was familiar with cases in which persons who 

assumed to act in a given capacity were not allowed 
to say they had not held that capacity, and, in his opinion, 
in the present case these directors could not be heard to 
tay they were not “directors ’’ within the meaning of the 
fection. Even if not directors they came, at any rate, 
Within the word “officers.” Then came the question 
‘what amount of compensation they ought tomake to thecom- 
gf It was impossible for the court to say what amount 
of damage might have been caused to creditors or share- 

ers, but it was evident they had inflicted some. Under 
‘the circumstances, he thought the proper course was to 
Order the directors to pay that sum which they would have 
had to pay had they done their duty by taking the number 
Of shares necessary to qualify them as directors. His 
lordship, therefore, ordered each of the two directors to 
Contribute £500 towards the assets of the company, and to 
Pay the costs of the summons. 











LrasE—CovENANT —F ORFEITURE—ALTERNATIVE COVEN 
ants.—In the case of Kinsman vy. Jackson, before the Master 
of the Rolls on the 30th ult., a question arose whether a 
forfeiture of a lease had occurred under the following cir- 
cumstances :—A lease of certain clay and stone contained 
power to work and use the same subject to the rents and 
royalties therein contained. The lease contained a coven- 
ant that the grantees would work the clay and stone in the 
most proper and effectual manner and with a reasonable 
number of able-bodied men and assistants kept employed on 
the works at all reasonable and usual working times, so 
that the clay and stone there found might be raised and 
made merchantable as speedily as practicable. The lease 
contained a proviso that ifthe parties failed in the obser- 
vance of any of the covenants, the lessors might, by writing, 
revoke the indenture andre-enter. The present plaintiff was 
the trustee in bankruptcy of the lessees, and had carried on the 
works since January, 1879. It appeared that he had dried 
and made merchantable the stock of clay then on the premises, 
but that he had not after that time employed any of 
his workmen in raising the clay or stone. In August, 1879, 
the defendants served a notice on the plaintiff revoking the 
lease, and the latter now moved for an injunction to restrain 
them from taking possession under their notice. JEssEL, 
M.R., said that the question he had to decide was whether, 
if the lessee raised a quantity of clay, and then took off 
his workmen from raising the clay, and employed them in 
making it merchantable, that was a breach of the covenant. 
He felt bound to say it was. No doubt the men were 
employed in making the clay merchantable, but the covene 
ant bound the lessee to raise the clay at all reasonable times, 
and this had not been done, for no clay had been raised for 
months. That being so, however reluctant the court might 
be to enforce the forfeiture clause in a lease, yet, in his lord- 
ship’s opinion, there had been a clear breach. The court 
could not alter contracts, and if lessees took leases with such 
stringent clauses they must rely on the forbearance of the 
lessors which, he believed, as a rule, they did when 
they entered into such engagements. If, however, the aid 
of the law was invoked, it was necessary to construe the 
covenant according to its real meaning, and ia his view 
there had been a forfeiture; and, therefore, the motion 
must be refused. The costs would be costs in the action. 





Venpor anp PurcaasER—Dovustrut Titte—Speciric 
PeRFORMANCE—DEVoLUTION oF Trust Estate.—In the 
case of Osborne v. Rowlett, before the Master of the Rolls 
on the 31st ult.. a point was argued whecher the coart 
would force a doubtful title on a purchaser, and would 
decide in the particular case which way the law was. The 
question in dispute was whether the vendors, the devisees 
of a surviving trustee for sale, could execute the trast 
where the original limitation of the trust estate was to 
trustees and their heirs, without including the assigns of 
the trustees. JesseL, M.R., said that, although the old 
doctrine that the court was not bound to force a doubtful 
title upon a purchaser might be more convenient fora 
jadge, the new rule that he must decide whether the title 
was good or bad was much more creditable to the state of 
the law. If there had been no authority on the point, he 
should have said that where as here you had a trust an- 
nexed to an estate, the persons who got that estate were 
the persons to execute the trust. After reviewing the 
various cases from Cooke v. Crawford (13 Sim. 91) down. 
wards, and showing that that decision of Shadwell, V.C., 
had been adversely criticised by other judges, and that the 
principle on which it was founded had been doubted, 
though the actual decision had not been overruled, he ex- 
pressed his dissent from the decision, and refused to follow 
it. He therefore declared that the vendors could make a 
good title to, and sell and convey the trust estate, and 
give a binding receipt for the purchase-money, without 
the concurrence of the persons beneficially interested. 
As the doubt had been occasioned by judicial decision, he 
gave no costs on either side. 





Incapacity To SUE—DIsABILITY UNDER Foreign Law.— 
In a case of Worms y. De Valdor, before Fry, J., on the 
28th ult., the action was brought to obtain the delivery up 
of some bills of exchange, on the ground that they had 
been dealt with fraudulently. The plaintiff was a French 
subject, and an objection was raised to his capacity to sue 
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He had been placed by # competent French tribunal under 
what is called in France a ‘‘Conseille de Famille,” and it 
was alleged that under French law he was disqualified 
from suing without the consent of his “ Conseille Judi- 
Oiaire,” which had not beengiven. Fry, J., held that this 
did not disqualify the plaintiff from suing in this country. 
His lordship was of opinion that’ the language of Mr. Jus- 
tice Story, in his Conflict of Laws (7th ed. p. 140), applied 
—that “ personal disqualifications, not arising from the law 
of nature, but from the principles of the customary or 
positive law of a foreign country, and especially such as 
are of a penal nature, are not generally regarded in other 
countries where the like disqualifications do not exist.” 
Such disqualifications are “strictly territorial.” 





CompromMisE—Ricut oF PARTY TO WITHDRAW ASSENT 
BEFORE ORDER DRAWN uP.—In a case of Davis v. Davis, 
before Fry, J., on the 29th ult., the question arose whether 
a party to an action, who has at the trial assented to a 
compromise, has a right to withdraw his assent before the 
order of the court carrying out the compromise is 
drawn up. At the trial of this action, after the plaintifi’s 
ease had been to a great extent heard, she agreed to a 
compromise, and Fry, J., made an order embodying the 
terms of it. Before the order had been drawn up the 
plaintiff desired to withdraw her assent. The defendant 
moved for an order that the plaintiff should deliver to the 
registrar certain briefs and other documents to enable him 
to draw up the order on the compromise. Fry, J., held 
the plaintiff was not at liberty to withdraw from the com- 
promise, and granted the applicaticn. 





PracricE—Parties—Tuirp Party Norice—Derermi- 
NATION OF QUESTION BETWEEN TutRD Parry AND ORIGINAL 
Derenpant—Orp. 16, rR. 17, 18, 19, 20.—In a case of 
The Metropolitan Board of Works v. The Hammersmith Bridge 
Company, before Fry, J., on the 29th ult., a question arose as 
to the determination of questions between a defendant and 
third parties, added by amendment. The plaintiffs had been 
empowered by Act of Parliament to purchase the undertaking 
of the Bridge Company, which was, by the Act, defined as 
including “ the bridge and the approach roads to the same.” 
The question arose whether certain roads leading from the 
bridge, were “approach roads ”’ within the meaning of this 
definition, and the plaintiffs claimed a declaration that these 
roads were “approach roads,” and formed part of the under- 
taking of the Bridge Company, and an order that the Bridge 
Company should, on the footing of this declaration, sell the 
roads in question to the plaintiffs. The writ was issued on 
the 24th of April, 1879. On the 28th of June the Bridge 
Company applied by summons to the Master of the 
Rolls that the plaintiffs might be ordered to issue 
and serve a third party notice, under rules 17 and 
19 of order 16, upon the Fulham District Board 
and the Mortlake Highway Board, giving them notice 
of the action, and of a provision in the Act that, 
after the plaintiffs should have acquired absolute control of 
the undertaking of the Bridge Company, the approach roads 
to the bridge should be public highways, maintainabie and 
repairable as other highways in the parish or district in 
which the same should be situate respectively. And, further, 
giving the two boards noticethat, ifthey wished todispute the 
claim of the plaintiffs to have the declaration asked by their 
statement cf claim made, they must cause an appearance 
to be entered within eight days after service of the notice, 
and that in default of their so appearing they would not be 
entitled in any future proceedings between the Bridge Com- 
pany and themselves to dispute the validity of the judgment 
in this action, whether obtained by consent or otherwise, 
Upon this summons, Jessel, M.R., upon hearing the Bridge 
Company and the plaintiffs, made the following order :— 
“Tt appearing to the judge that the questions in this action 
should be tried, not only between the plaintiffs and the 
defendants, but also between such parties and the Fulham 
District Board and the Mortlake Highway Board: it is 
ordered that the plaintiffs be at liberty to amend the writ 
of summons” by adding the two boardsas defendants. The 
writ was amended in pursuance of this order. The plaintiffs 
also amended their statement of claim by adding some para- 
graphs showing the way in which the two boards were 
interested im the action, and alleging that they opposed the 


plaintiffs’ claim in the action.. The Fulham Board delivered 





en, 
a statement of defence by which they said that they noyg, 
had opposed, and did not oppose, the plaintiffs’ claim, aug 
that they submitted to any order which the court mj 
think fit to make. They further submitted that, ag 
had been made defendants solely for the convenience and 
the instance of the other parties, those parties ought to 
their costs. The Mortlake Board delivered a statement 
defence, by which they denied that the roads in qu 
were ‘approach roads” or part of the undertaking of the 
Bridge Company, and they submitted that the whole of the 
roads in question and within their district would not, when 
the plaintiffs should have acquired complete control of the 
undertaking of the Bridge Company, be maintainable ang 
repairable by the Mortlake Board. At the trial Fry, J,, 
gave judgment in favour of the plaintiffs’ claim, but he 
held that he could not determine any question as between 
the Bridge Company and the two defendant boards arisi 
out of the obligation to maintain and repair the roads in 
question, and he ordered the Bridge Company to pay the 
costs of the plaintiffs and of the Fulham: Board, bat not 
those of the Mortlake Board. 


ne 


Contract Fork Benerit or Tutrp Partry—Riocar 1 
Svue—Fipuciary Retation.—On the 31st ult. Fry, J, 
mentioned again the case of Lloyds vy. Harper (ante, p. 
250), which he had reserved for further consideration on 
one point. The action, it will be remembered, was by the 
corporation of Lloyds’ to enforce a guarantee which had 
been entered into with them by a father on behalf of his 
son on the oceasion of the admission of the latter as ap 
underwriting member of Lloyds’. The father had agreed to 
hold himself “responsible for all his (the son’s) engage 
ments in that capacity.” . It was the practice for the un- 
derwriting members of Lloyds’ to underwrite policies of 
marine insurance for the benefit, not only of members of 
Lloyds’, but also of outsiders. In the latter casa the poli- 
cies were effected through the agency of brokers who were 
subscribers to Lloyds’, inasmuch as members could not 
transact business directly with outsiders. The corporation 
of Lloyds’ as such, incurred no liability on the policies 
underwritten by its members. It was objected that the 
corporation could not recover more than nominal damages, 
for that they could not maintain the action on behalf of 
the persons for whom the son had underwritten policies 
which he had failed to pay. After considering the 
authorities, Fry, J., came to the conclusion that 
the corporation of Lloyds’ could sustain the action 
on behalf of all the persons, whether members or 
outsiders, for whom the policies had been under- 
written. The cases of Tomlinson v. Gill (1 Amb. 330), and 
Lamb v. Vice (6 M. & W. 467), he said, showed that, wheres 
contract had been entered into for the benefit of a third 
party, the person with whom it had been entered into was- 
to be treated as a trustee for him, and an action could be 
maintained by the trustee or by the third party in his name- 
In the present case the contract was with Lloyds’ as agents 
for all the subscribers to Lloyds’. The subscribers had 
clearly a right to call on their agents to enforce a contract 
entered into with them for the subscribers’ benefit, and the 
principals of the subscribers who were brokers had a right 
to call on the brokers to require their agents, Lloyds’, to en- 
force the contract of guarantee for the benefit of those prin- 
cipals. In this way Lloyds’ were trustees for all the persons 
who were entitled to the benefit of the guarantee, and could 
maintain an action on their behalf to enforce it. 





PracticE—Forechosure AcrioN—PERsoNAL JUDGMENT 
FOR PAYMENT BY MorTGAGOR—SKCURITIE£E3 TO BE TRANS 
FERRED TO THIRD PERSON REDEEMING MorrGaAGEE—ORDER 
17—Leave TO APPLY IN CHAMBERS FOR SALE.—In a case 
of Greenough v. Littler, before Fry, J., on the 31st ult, the 
action was brought by a mortgagee against the mortgagor 
and a purchaser from him, for foreclosure. The plaintiff 
also claimed a personal judgment against the mortgagor 
for payment of the mortgage dedt. Fry, J. (following the 
precedent of Dymond v. Croft (24 W. R. 700, L. B. 3 Ch. 
D. 512), gave judgment for foreclosure against both de- 
fendants, and also a personal judgment for payment 
the mortgagor, fixing three months after the date of the 
chief clerk’s certificate of the amonnt due as the 
within which the payment was to be made, and six 
as the period for redemption. The counsel for the: pa 
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dhaser then asked that, in the event of his redeeming the 
' , the personal judgment against the mortgagor 
be transferred to him, as being one of the securities 
-by the mortgagee for the mortgage debt. Fry, J., 
gid that if, under the old practice, the mortgagee had ob- 
tained judgment in a common law action for the mortgage 
that judgment would have been one of the securities 
for the debt which the mortgagee must have transferred 
ja the person who redeemed him, and there was no reason 
the same thing should not be done when judgment 
for the debt and a foreclosure judgment were given in one 
ad the same action. His lordship accordingly ordered 
that the personal judgment against the mortgagor should 
pe included among the securities which the mortgagee was 
totransfer to the purchaser in the event of his redeeming 
the mortgage, and gave the purchaser liberty, on his prop- 
aly indemnifying the plaintiff, to enforce the jadgment in 
fisname. His lordship also gave the purchaser liberty to 
spply in chambers for a sale, instead of a foreclosure, of 
the property, upon such terms as the judge might direct. 


Nuisance—Ingunction—Justirication.—In a case of 
Linney v. Wood, before Fry, J., on the 3lst ult., the action 
was brought to restrain an alleged nuisance caused by the 
erection by the defendant of a urinal, The urinal had been 
erected in a yard in the neighbourhood of the market-place 
of a town. The plaintiff’s and the defendant’s houses 
abutted on the yard, through which there was a public right 
of way. It was attempted to justify the erection of the 
ttinal on the ground that, prior to its erection, the public 
had been in the habit of committing nuisances over the 
yard indiscriminately, and that the effect of the urinal was 
to concentrate the nuisance in one spot, where it was 
minimized by means of a proper supply of water and other 
appliances, and it was said that the plaintiff was, in fact, 
benefited by what had been done. Fry, J., however, held 
that the previous commission of a series of illegal acts, which 
night have been stopped, if the proper steps had been taken, 
could afford no justification for the creation of a permanent 
legal nuisance. And he granted the injunction asked for. 


oe 


PracticE—Companigzs Act, 1862—GENERAL ORDER, 
Nov., 1862, Rute 83—Company In Vo.untary LiquiDaTIoN 
—Service oF Prrition ror CompuLsory WINDING UP.— 
An application was made to Vice-Chancellor Hall on the 
Sist ult., in Re Stewart §¢ Brother, for directions as to the 
mode of effecting service upon the company of a petition 
fora compulsory winding up. The company was in volun- 
fary liquidation, and the present application was made 
under the following circamstances :—The registered office 
of the company was at Liverpool, but the premises were 

to be now unfurnished, and, although there was a 
clerk there, he denied being a servant of the company. 
Rale 3 of ithe General Order of November, 1862, provides 
that “a winding-up petition shall, unless presented by 
the company, be served at the registered office, if any, of 
the company, and if no registered office, then at the prin- 
cipal ov last known principal place of business of the com- 
pany, if any such can be found, upon any member, officer, 
orservant of the company there, or in case no such mem- 
ber, officer, or servant can be found there, then by being 
left at such registered office or principal place of business, 
or being served on such member or members of the com- 
pany as the court may direct; and that every such 
Petition for the winding up of a company, subject to the 
supervision of the court, shall also be served upon the 
liquidator (if any) appointed for the purpose of winding up 
the affairs of the company.” Service of the present 
Petition had been effected upon the liquidator in the volun- 
tary winding up, and Hat, V.C., held that such service 
Was sufficient. 


ArrinMation in Liev or OatH—Common Law PRoceDURE 
Acr, 1854 (17 & 18 Vicr. c. 125), s, 20—ConscrenTious 
cCTION — Foreign Sunpsecr — Eyipence or ForrIGN 
law.—In the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division, on 
y last, a motion was made Zn the Goods of Prince 
Henry “of Reuss Kortrits, who died at Reuss Kort- 
titz, Germany, on the 21st of February, 1878, having 
duly executed, in accordance with the German law, a will 
Midten codicils, which were proved by Otto Theodore Von 





Seydewitz, president of the Imperial German Parliament, the» 
nephew and executor of the deceased. Probate of the 
testamentary documents was required in England, in order to » 
realize certain property in this country, and instead of the * 
usual affidavit identifying the foreign documents, the- 
applicants produced an affirmation, made by the executor 
before the British Vice-Consul at Breslau. An application 
was now made to receive the papers, in order that probate 
might be granted in England, it being stated that, by the law- 
of Germany, all voluntary oaths are illegal. Hane-- 
NEN, P., rejected the application, and pointed out that, 
according to the geueral principle of English law, no matter 
can be proved before an English tribunal except upon oath, 
This was evident from section 20 of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1854, which made special provisions for eases of 
conscientious scruples, for which it provided @ special 
form of affirmation. In the present case the deponent 
had not brought himself within the enactment by 
showing that he was prevented from taking an oath by- 
conscientious motives, and therefore the court had no power 
to dispense with the oath. Tt had been alleged that volun- 
tary oaths are illegal according to the law of Germany, and 
cannot be administered in that country to German subjects, 
but the statute could not apply to such a state of things ; 
for if the law was as alleged, it did not follow that there was: 
any power to substitute an affirmation for an oath. More~ 
over, although foreign subjects could not be forced to comply 
with the requirements of an English statute, an English tri- 
bunal wascompetent to fixthe conditions upon which it would 
grant its decrees. His lordship also pointed out that there 
was not proper evidence as to the German law, there being 
only the statement of a gentleman who was said to be con- 
nected with the British Vice-Consulate at Breslau, to the 
effect that a certain course of proceeding had been advised 
by the British Consul at Konigsberg. The evidence of an 
expert in German law must be obtained, and at present the 
papers could not be received. 


PracticE—Costs—Trustrr.—In a case of In re Cooper, 
before the Court of Appeal (Jessnr, M.R., and BaccatLay 
and Cotron, L.JJ.) on the 4th inst., the question was as to 
the construction of a will. Counsel appeared for the 
trustees of the will, who had been served with notice of 
the appeal, and asked for their costs of the appeal. The 
trustees had no interest in the question of construction 
argued. JesseL, M.R., said that he strongly objected to 
counsel appearing simply to ask for costs, when they could 
not be heard on either side, their clients having no interest 
whatever in the question at issue. The appellant must pay 
the trustees’ costs as he had brought them before the court. 
unnecessarily. 








Under the provisions of the Prosecution of Offences Act, 
the Attorney-General has appointed the following gentlemen 
to act as clerks on the staff of Mr. Maule, Q.C., the recently 
appointed Director of Public Prosecutions, namely :—Mr. 
Charles Young, Mr. Henry Hall, and Mr. Frederick 
George Frayling. The temporary offices of this new de- 
partment of the public service are situate at 5, Craig’s-court, 
Charing Cross. 

In acase of Cooper v. Penrose, before the Probate Divi- 
sion on the 29th ult., the President took occasion to say 
that it had been laid down by many eminent judges, lastly 
and lately by the present very distinguished head of 
the law, the Lord Chancellor, that where a will was made 
in favour of a particular person, and that will was drawn 
by that person himself, nobody else communicating with 
the testator on the subject, it rested upon him to show that 
it truly represented the intentions of the testator, and 
to remove the suspicion which attached to it. There was 
the strongest presumption against such wills, and it was the 
duty of the tribunals which had to inquire into them to 
watch closely and see that the suspicions attaching to them 
were thoroughly removed. The proper and right course 
of conduct to be pursued in such cases was plain. When a 
testator desired to leave his property to any particular 
person, and asked that a will to that effect might be 
prepared for him, it was the dnty of the person in 
whose favour it was to be made to ony *9 the testator, “ It 
must not be done through me; it must be done through some 
independent person.” 
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Obituarp. 


SIR WILLIAM ERCLE. 


The Right Hon. Sir William Erle, D.C.L., F.R.S., many 
years Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas, 
died at Bromshott Grange, Hampshire, on the 29th ult., 
at the age of eighty-six. The late Lord Chief Justice 
was the third son of the Rev. Christopher Erle, and was 
born at Gillingham, Dorsetshire, in 1793. He was educated 
at Winchester, and was formerly fellow of New College, 
Oxford, where he graduated B.C.L. in 1818, and D.C.L. in 
1857. He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1819. He joined the Western Circuit 
and gradually obtained an extensive and lucrative practice 
asa junior. In 1834 he received a silk gown from Lord 
Brougham, and soon attained a position among the 
leaders of his circuit, although he had men like Follett 
and Wilde among his competitors. He also obtained a 
good leading business in London, and was for many 
years counsel tothe Bank of England. In 1837 he was 
elected M.P. for the city of Oxford in the Liberal interest, 
but retired at the general election of 1841. In 18465, 
although a political opponent of the Government, he was 
selected by Lord Lyndhurst to succeed Mr. Justice Erskine 
as a judge of the Court of Common Pleas, and soon 
afterwards received the honour of knighthood. In the 
following year, on the death of Sir John Williams, was 
transferred to the Court of Queen’s Bench, where he sat 
for thirteen years under the successive presidency of 
Lords Denman and Campbell. In June, 1859, on the 
accession to power of Lord Palmerston’s second adminis- 
tration, Lord Campbell received the Great Seal, Lord 
Chief Justice Cockburn was promoted from the Common 
Pleas to the Queen’s Bench, and Sir William Erle re- 
turned to the Common Pleas Courtas Lord Chief Justice,and 
was sworn a member of the Privy Council. Under the presi- 
dency of Sir W. Erle (with such puisne judges as Williams, 
Crowder, Willes, Byles, Keating, and Montague Smith) 
the authority of the Common Pleas stood very high, 
and the court was much resorted to by plaintiffs. 
Sir W. Erle was a sound and well-informed lawyer, 
with a dignified and unaffected manner, and his kind- 
ness and amiability rendered him ‘extremely popular 
with the members of the bar. His judgments were 
always most carefully prepared, and evinced an extensive 
knowledge of law and great power of reasoning. Among 
the most important and interesting among them may be 
mentioned Kemp v. Neville, Kennedy v. Brown, Ionides ve 
Universal Marine Insurance Company, &c. Sir W. Erle 
retired at the age of seventy-three, after twenty-two years 
of judicial service, with his mental and bodily powers 
entirely unimpaired. He sat on the bench for the last 
time on the 26th of November, 1866. The court was 
filied to overflowing, and Sir John Rolt, who was then 
Attorney-General, made an eloquent valedictory address. 
Sir W. Erle rarely took part in the proceedings of the 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council after his retire- 
ment, but he rendered valuable public service as a member 
of the Royal Commission on Trades Unions, and he pub- 
lished a small treatise on “The Law relating to Trades 
Unions.” He retained all his faculties until within a few 
days of his death. He was extremely charitable to the 
poor in the neighbourhood where he resided, and took 
ap active part in all parochial business, Sir W. Erle was 
an honorary fellow of New College, and a bencher of the 
Inner Temple, having been treasurer of that society in 
1834. He was married to the daughter of the Rev. David 
Williams, D.C.L., Warden of New College, Oxford, but he 
leaves no family. His younger brother, the Right Hon. 
Peter Erle, Q.C., many years Chief Commissioner of 
Charities, died in 1877. 


MR. JOHN LOCKE, Q.C., M-P. 


Mr. John Locke, Q.C., M.P., died at 63, Eaton-place on 
the 28th ult., at the age of seventy-four. Mr. Locke was 
the only son of Mr. John Locke, and was born at Herne 
Hill in 1805. He was an M.A. of Trinity College, Cam- 
bridge, and was called to the bar at the Inner Temple 
in Easter Term, 1833. He practised on the Home Circuit, 
and at the Surrey Sessions, where he obtained a leading 





$a 
share of business, and he was for many years one of the 
common pleaders of the City of London. He was ¢ 
a Queen’s Counsel in 1857, and had for some time 
to practise, though he was for several years one of the 
counsel to the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, and jp 
that capacity held a brief for the Crown in the gale, 
brated Alexandra case. Mr. Locke was the author of 
treatises on “ Foreign Attachment” and on “ The Gams 
Laws.” In 1861 he succeeded Mr. Edwin James gy 
recorder of the borough of Brighton, and held that 
office until about a year ago. In 1852 he unsuccessfully 
contested the borough of Hastings in the Liberal interes, 
At the general election of 1857, he was returned for South. 
wark, and sat for that borough until his death. Mr, 
Locke was a hard-working member, and gave a carefyl 
attention to all questions of local government, and he wag 
well-known as a humorous speaker. At the last two election 
he was supported by many Conservatives as well as Liberals, 
His health had been for some time failing, and he had 
announced his intention of resigning his seat at the next 
election. Mr. Locke was a bencher of the Inner Temple, of 
which society he was treasurer in 1871, and he was also 
the oldest member of the Court of Assistants of the Skinners 
Company. He was married to the daughter of Colond 
Thomas Alexander Cobbe. 


ee 


MR. ALDBOROUGH HENNIKER, 9.0. 


Mr. Aldborough Henniker, Q.C., died at 26, Leinster. 
square, Bayswater, on the 28th ult. Mr. Henniker was the 
eldest son of Mr. Aldborough Brydges John Henniker, of 
Mayfarlong, Staffordshire, and he was great-grandson of 
the first Lord Henniker. He was born in 1821, and was 
educated at the Charterhouse. He was called to the bar at 
Gray’s-inn in Easter Term, 1844, and he formerly practised 
on the Home Circuit and Essex Sessions. He became a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1874, but he had for some time ceased to 
practise. He was a bencher of Gray’s-inn, and was 
treasurer of that society in 1877. On Monday, the 26th ult, 
Mr. Henniker dined with the benchers of his Inn, and after- 
wards proceeded to King’s Cross in order to take the train to 
Bayswater. In descending the staircase of the station his 
foot slipped, and he fell down and broke his collar-bone, 
besides sustaining internal injuries, from the effects of which 
he died two days later. He was married to the daughter 
of Dr. David Henderson, and he leaves one son and two 
daughters. 


MR. ARCHIBALD JOHN STEPHENS, 
D., QC. 

Mr. Archibald John Stephens, LL.D.,Q.C., and F.B.8,, 
died on the 30th ult., from bronchitis, after a very short 
illness. Mr. Stephens was born in 1810, and was called to 


the bar at Gray’s-inn in Easter Term, 1832. He formerly 
practised as an equity draftsman and conveyancer, 
being alsoa member of the Western Circuit. He was 
author of works on ‘‘ The Municipal Corporation Acts,” 
‘¢ The Law of Elections,” ‘The Ecclesiastical Statutes,” 
‘The Laws Relating to the Clergy,” and other legal topics. 
He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1859, and had for 
many years devoted all his attention to ecclesiastical law, 
upon which his opinion was often sought. He had been 
engaged in many important ecclesiastical suits, inclading 
Flamank vy. Simpson, Elphinston vy. Purchas, Sheppard ¥. 
Bennett, and Martin v. Mackonochie and the Clewer case, 
(R. v. Bishop of Oxford) in which last case he was to have 
been the leading counsel for the appellants before the Honse 
of Lords. He was also counsel for the plaintiff in the recent 
case of Duke of Norfolk vy. Arbuthnott. Mr. Stephens was 
formerly recorder of Andover, and he had been recorder 
of the city of Winchester since 1857. He was chancellor 
of the dioceses of Bangor and St. David's, a beucher of 
Gray’s-inn, and a member of the Council of Legal Hduca- 
tion, He took part in several consultations upon the day 
preceding that of his death. * 


MR. EDWARD HEARLE RODD. 


Mr. Edward Hearle Rodd, solicitor (of the firm of Rodd 
& Cornish), town clerk of Penzance, died at that place on the 
25th ult. from congestion of the lungs, after a very short 
ness. Mr. Rodd was born in 1809, and was admitted a 80 
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in 1882,andhe soon afterwards began topractise at Penzance. 
fe was originally associated in partnership with Mr. John 
Dennis, next with Mr. Thomas Darke, and finally with Mr. 
Thomas Cornish, who is registrar of the Penzance County 
(ourt, and clerk to the magistrates for the borough of Pen- 
and for the Western Division of Penrith Hundred. 
wr. Rodd wasa perpetual commissioner for the county of 
{omwall, town clerk of the borough of Penzance, and clerk 
tothe magistrates for the Eastern Division of Penrith Hun- 
dred, and he had a large and important private practice. 
fe was also for about thirty years clerk to the Penzance 
Board of Guardians, and superintendent-registrar for the 
district. Mr. Rodd devoted much of his leisure time to the 
sody of ornithology. In 1870 he published “A List of 
British Birds of Cornwall,” and his large collection of 
suffed birds had attained some celebrity in the West of 





Appuinturents, Ete. 


Mr. Wynne Epwin Baxter, solicitor (of the firm of 
Baxter & Rance), of 9, Lawrence Pountney-lane, and of 
has been elected (without opposition) to the office 

of Coroner for the Eastern Division of the County of Sus- 
wx. Mr. Baxter is the son of Mr. William Edwin Baxter, 
of Lewes. He was admitted a solicitor in 1867, and has 
served the office of under-sheriff of London and Middlesex. 
He is also clerk to the Farriers’ Company, to the Commis- 
sioners of the Lewes Provision Market, and to All Saints 
and Cliffe Burial Boards, and solicitor to the Shipwrights’ 
Company, to the Lewes Co-operative Benefit Building So- 
tity, and to the Lewes School of Science and Art. Mr. 
Baxter is author of works on “ Practice under the Jadica- 
tore Acts,” and on “‘ The Higher Education of Solicitors.” 


Mr. Tuomas BzarpD, solicitor, of 10, Basinghall-street, has 
teen elected Chairman of the Gas and Water Committee of 
the Court of Common Council. Mr. Beard was admitted a 
plicitor in 1858, and is in partnership with his sons, 
Messrs. Walter James Westcott Beard and Thomas George 
Berd. He isa common councilman for Bassishaw Ward, 
ad has served the office of under-sheriff of London and 
Middlesex. 


The Hon, Freperick GEorGE Brapazon Ponsonsy, 
turister, has succeeded to the Peerage as sixth Earl of 
Bessborough on the death of his elder brother. The new 
peer is the second son of the fourth Earl of Bessborough, and 
ws born in 1815. He was educated at Harrow and at 
Trinity College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at 
lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1840, and he was formerly 
4member of the Midland Circuit, and a revising barrister. 
He is a deputy-lieutenant for King’s County. 


Mr. James Reproorp Butwer, Q.C., M.P., has been 
ected Treasurer of the Inner Temple for the ensuing 
year. 

Mr. Tuostas Burton, of Manchester, has been appointed 
m Assistant Solicitor to the Metropolitan Board of Works. 


Mr. Gzorce TRENCHARD CANNING, solicitor, of Chard, has 
fen elected Chairman of the Charé School Board. Mr. 
iog was admitted a solicitor in 1843, and is clerk to the 
Chard Burial Board, and he has been three times mayor of 
. His partner, Mr. Arthur Venables Kyrke, is regis- 
tar of the Chard County Court. 


Mr, Samvet HAnp, train-bearer to the Lord Chancellor, 
tas been appointed Deputy Sergeant-at-Arms to the House 
Lords, in succession to Mr. George Wallace Goodbody, 


Mr, ALexanpER HELLARD, solicitor, of Portsmouth, has 
elected Town Clerk and Clerk to the Portsmouth 
Urban Sanitary Authority, in succession to Mr. Jobn 
deceased. Mr. Hellard had acted for several 
Months as deputy town clerk. He was admitted a solici- 
‘rin 1859, and is in partnership with his father, Mr. 
Charles Betteaworth Hellard, the clerk to the Portsmouth 
Burial Board 


Mr. Francis Law Larnam, barrister, of Bombay, has 
bum appointed to officiate as Advocate-General of the 
Bonhay Presidency. Mr, Latham was formerly scholar 





of Brasenose College, Oxford, where he graduated first 
class in Litere Humaniores in 1860. He was called to the 
bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1864, and 
formerly practised in the Court of Chancery. He is 
author of a treatise on ‘‘ The Law of Window Lights.” 


Mr. Epwarp Moytan, Attorney-General of the Island 
of Tobago, has been appointed Attorney-General of the Island 
of Grenada. 


Mr. Atsert Avcustus Newman, solicitor, late of Bolton, 
has been elected Deputy Town Clerk of the borough of New- 
port, in succession to Mr. Charles Robert Lyne, resigned. 
Mr. Newman was admitted a solici tor in 1877. 


Mr. Puttip OxeNDEN PapPILion, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed an Agsistant Inspector of Convict Prisons. Mr. 
Papillon is the eldest son of Mr. John Papillon, ,of Crow 
hurst Park, Sussex, and was born in 1826. He was 
educated at Rugby, and at University College, Oxford, 
where he graduated second class in mathematics in 1848. 
He was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1852, and he was formerly a member of the Home 
Circuit. Mr. Papillon is a magistrate for Sussex, a magis- 
trate and deputy-lieutenant for Essex, and a magistrate 
and alderman for Colchester. He was M.P. for Colchester 
in the Conservative interest from 1859 till 1865, and he 
has been twice mayor of the borough. 


Mr. Epwarp Henry Pemper, Q.C., has been appointed 
a Magistrate for Hampshire. Mr. Pember was educated at 
the Charterhouse, and at Christ Church, Oxford, where he 
graduated first class in Litere Humaniores in 1854. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Hilary Term, 1858, 
and he is a member of the Midland Circuit, practising also 
at the Parliamentary Bar. He became a Queen’s Counsel 
in 1874, and is a bencher of Lincoln’s Inn. 


Mr, Witt1aM Lucius Setrz, barrister, has been appointed 
Principal Secretary to the Lord Chancellor, in succession 
to Mr. Henry John Lowndes Graham, who has been 
appointed a Masterin Lunacy. Mr. Selfe was formerly 
scholar of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where he 
graduated first classin Litere Humaniores in 1867. He 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1870, and he practises in the Chancery Division. 

Mr. Sotomon Speyer, solicitor, of Winchester House, Old 
Broad street, has been elected Chairman of the Law and 
City Courts Committee of the Court of Common Council. 
Mr. Spyer is the son of Mr. Joseph Spyer, solicitor. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1851, and represents the Ward 
of Broad-street in the Common Council. 


Mr. James WIiti1aM Stik, solicitor, of Wolverhampton, 
has been elected President of the Wolverhampton Law 
Association for the ensuing year. Mr. Stirk was admitted 
a solicitor in 1856, and is clerk to the Wednesfield and 
Heath Town Local Boards. 


Mr. Henry THomas WRENFORDSLEY, barrister, has been 
appointed Chief Justice of the Colony of Western Australia, 
in succession to Sir Archibald Paull Burt, deceased. Mr. 
Wrenfordsley was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Easter Term, 1863, and was a member of the old Norfolk 
Circuit. He was appointed Second Puisne Judge of the 
Supreme Court of the Mauritius in 1877, and Procureur and 
Advocate-General for the Mauritius in 1878. 








Companies. 


——— 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Joint Stock CoMPANIEs. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

CurTHERoE Lrwg Company, HorrocksFrorD, Limirep.—Patition for 
winding up, presented Jan 29, directed to be heard befure V.C. Bacon, 
on Feb 7, Shaw and Tremellen, Gray's iun sq, solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Gress AND Canning, Liwitep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Jan 27, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Fed7. Owles, 
Chancery lane, solicitor ‘or the pevitioners 

Hampsuiak Co-orerative Mik Company, Liurrep.—By an 
made by V.C. Hall, dated Jan 24, it was ordered that the above 
company be wound up. Lydall, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane, 
solicitor for the petitioner q 

Loneton Hatt Horsn Company, Limrrsp.—Petition for vinings Sie 

resented Jan 23, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Feb 7. 
lamy, Strong, and Co, Bishopsgate st Within, solicitors for the 
petitioner 
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Teansvaat Gotp Mixtve Company, Liurred.—Potition for winding 
up, presented Jan 26, directed to be heard beforethe M.R., on Feb 7. 
Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioners 

(Gazette, Jan. 30.] 


Cotomsra CneEmicaL Factory. Manure. anD PaospHate Works, 
Liuirep.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, dated Jan 24, it was 
ordered that the above Company be wound up. Russel, Coleman st, 
solicitor for the petitioners 

Hunearian Trapinc Company, Limrrep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 31, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall, on Feb 13. 
Carter, Old Jewry chmbrs, solicitor for the petitioners 

Lypeate Spryninc Company, Limirep.—The M.R., has, by <n order 
dated June 26, appointed Hugh Shaw, Clegg st, Oldham, to be 
official liquidator 

Oak Pits Cottiery Company, Limirep.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 30, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Feb 14, 
Venn and Son, Finch lane, Cornhill, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sospvesan Faem anv Daisy Paopucs Co-operative Supply Assocta- 
Tron, Limirep.—By an order made by V.C. Hall, dated Jan 24, it 
Was ordered that the above association be wound up. Yorke, 
Conduit st, Bond st, solicitor tor the petitioner 

Waite Hart Horet Company, Harrogate, Limitep.—By an order 
made by the M.R., dated Jan 24, it was ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above compxny be continued. Bower and Cotto, 
Chancery lane, agents for Plant and Abbott, Preston, solicitors for 
the petitioners 

Witiiam Ramsey, LimrreD.—Petition for #indinz up, presented Feb 
2. directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on Fev 13. Allen and 
Edwards, Old Jewry, solicitors for the petitioner 

(Gazette, Feb. 3,] 


Untimttep In CHANCERY. 

Etsworth, TUNNICLIFFE, AND CoMPANy.—Petition for winding up, 
presented Jan 30, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins on Feb 13. 
Speechly and Co., New ian, agents for Rooke and Midgley, Leeds, 
solicitors for the petitioner 

| Gazette, Feb. 3.] 


County Patatine or LANCASTER. 

Hitton Hovse anp Rep Moss Ooitiery Company, Limttrepo.—Peti- 
tion for winding up, presented Jan 28, directed to be heerd before the 
V.C. on Feb 9, at 6, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s inn, Houghton and 
Myres, Preston, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sranparp Iron AND Steet Company, Limirep.—By an order made 
by V.C. Little, dated Jan 19, it was ordered that the company ba 
wound up. Cooper and Jones, Manchester, solicitors for the peti- 


tioners 
[ Gazette, Jan 30.} 


Crank Coat AND Firectay Company, Liitep.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Jan 30, directed to be heard before ths V.C. at St. 
George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Feb. 17, at 10. Mather, Liverpool, 
agent for Darlington and Sons, Wigan, solicitors for the petitioner. 

(Gazette, Feb. 3.] 


Fatenpty Socretres Dissonvep. 


CuatTHamM Union Beyerit AND Frienpty Socrety, Schoolroom, Un ion 
st, Chatham, Jan 26 
Inperenpent Dauips’ Farrnpty Sccrety, Colliers’ Arms Inn, Ashton- 
in-Makerfield, Lancaster. Jan 24 
Sows or Inpepenpence Benerit Society, Britannia Tavern, Fish st 
hill. Jan 24 
[ Gazette, Jan. 30. 








Sucteties. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at 
the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
on Tharsday, the 5th inst., the following being present— 
viz., Mr. E. Tylee (chairman), and Messrs. Boodle, Cronin, 
Desborough, juv., Lucas, Sawtell, and Williamson, and 


A. 3B. Carpenter (secretary), the treasurers were 
authorized to accept the offer of the Secretary of State for 
India to exchange £5 per Cent. Stock for an equal amount 
of India £4 per Cent. Stock. One new member was elected, 
and the ordinary general business was transacted. 


NOTTINGHAM INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Nottingham Incorporated Law 
Society was held on the 28th ult., in the Town Hall, when the 
president, Mr. Henry Wing, was in the chair, and there were 
also present Messrs. Henry Thorpe, Gilbert A. Williams (hon. 
sec.), A. Brown, C. L. Rothera, F. W. Rothera, Bryan, 
Hodgson, Whittingham, H. Browne, S. Gilbert, Roby 
Thorpe, W. H. Stevenson, J. K. Wright, H. Wyles. 

The Presibent said he had great pleasure in introducing 
the annal report, to which he had very few observations to 
add. The four new members who had been elected bronght 
up the present total number from eighty-six to ninety. At 
the commencement of the society a few years ago there were 
fifty-seven members only. In addition to the members now 

there were two associates of the society, having the privi- 





leges of the law library, and who, in fact, formed the log} 
bar. Fourteen council meetings had been held during thy 
year, and the different committees of the council had 
appointed. With regard to the law library it wag 
decided at the last meeting that the  referencs 
department be not allowed to circulate in the game 
manner as the reports, and it was also suggested that they 
should increase the number of books in that particular de. 
ment, With respect to bills of sale they had f 
to the Associated Provincial Societies a resolution which 
was passed at their meeting ; it was unanimously ado 
and had been substantially adhered to throughout most of 
the country. Another question referred to in the report 
was one as tothe preliminary examinations, and upon that 
a resolution was also submitted to the Associated Provingjat 
Societies, by whom it was unanimously approved and for. 
warded to the Incorporated Law Society; and, as the rm. 
port mentioned, an early opportunity would be taken to 
make an application to Parliament to give to the soci 
the power of exempting clerks about to be articled from 
passing the preliminary examination. Since the 
report had been printed the Incorporated Lay 
Society had prepared a bill relating to the admission of 
solicitors to the bar, and in it they set out the particulargof 
what had been done. For the information of those who did 
not know, he might mention that in 1877 the Master of the 
Rolls granted dispensation from the first examination to 6, 
in 1878 to 9, in 1879 to 3; the Lord Chief Fustice of 
England in 1877 to 6, in 1878 to 2, in 1879 to 2; ord 
Coleridge in 1877 to 3, in 1878 to 3, and in 1879 to 1; 
whereas the Lord Chief Baron in 1877 granted dispensation 
to 68, in 1878 to 73, and in 1879 to 76. The Bill which 
the Incorporated Law Society would promote in Parliament 
next session would enact substantially that the exemption 
from the preliminary examination was to ba intrusted in 
future to the Incorporated Law Society acting by their 
council, subject only to appeal to the Master of the Rolls, 
The Nottingham law students had also prepared a suitable 
memorial to the judges from their society ; it was taken 
and culminated in this Bill, which would probably become 
law during the present session, The president continued 
by alluding to conveyancing charges and other technical 
matters. The local prize had been awarded to Mr. H 
Barber, who had been articled to Mr. S. G. Johnson, 
had passed most creditably. Since the report was printed 
he had heard that Mr. Barber had been awarded the best 
gold medal for the best conveyancing paper of the past year. 
He (the president) submitted the annual report, and moved 
that it be adopted. 
Mr. Gilbert seconded the motion, which was adopted, 
The CuarrMAn, in a few complimentary observations, 
proposed that Mr. Charles Butlin be president for the 
ensuing year.—The motion was seconded by Mr. Gilbert, 
and carried.—Mr. Williams said they had fourteen or fifteen 
country members who, it was thought, should have a share 
in the representation. He proposed that Mr. Brian, of Manse 
field, be the vice-president for the year.—Mr. H. B. Thorpe 
seconded, and the motion was carried.—Mr, Williams also 
proposed that Mr. J. K. Wright be treasurer, whose post 
was now necessarily vacated by Mr. Butlin, and the motion 
being seconded by Mr. Roby Thorpe, was carried.—On the 
motion of Mr. Gilbert, seconded by Mr. Whittingham, Mr. 
Williams was re-elected secretary.—Mr, Williams prope 
that Mr. Wyles and Mr. F. Rothera be re-elected auditors, 
but Mr. Wyles objecting to contizue in office, his place was 
filled by the substitution of Mr. Whittingham. f 
Eight vacancies for seats on the council of the society 
were then balloted for, and the following gentlemen d 
elected :—Messrs. Enfield, H. R. Thorpe, H. Wing, 
Gilbert, G. V. Rothera, F. Lees, J. Watson, and A. Browne 
The meeting shortly afterwards terminated. 


ee 


The following are the parts of the report of general 
interest :— 

Bills of Sale.—The councf feeling the importance of 
the profession throughout the country being united in dis- 
couraging the preparation of bills of sale by unqualified 
persons, communicated on the subject with the A 
Provincial Law Societies, and at the annual meeting 
that association held in London on the 3rd and 4th of April, 
1879, the following resolution was passed on the 
of the president of this society :—“ That it is not 
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jut the execution of bills of sale should be attested by 


glicitors pursuant to section 10 of the Bills of Sale Act, 
918, unless such bills of sale have been prepared by a 
glicitor oc by one of the parties thereto.” The council 
taste that every member will support this. 
of Causes.—At the instance of the Incorporated 
faw Society of Liverpool, the council addressed the Lord 
(hancellor in support of an application which had been 
mde to the Rule Committee of the Judges that leave might 
jegiven to enter canses for trial with the district registrars 
sany time prior to the opening of the commission. This 
ws done by leave of Lord Justice Bramwell, at the Leeds 
Datrict Registry prior to the Summer Assizes, 1879, and 
to have been so successful that it is now provided 

mle 4 of the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1879 :— 
After notice of trial has been given of any action or 
jgne to be tried elsewhere than in London or Middlesex, 
dither party may at any time before the day next before 
te commission day, enter the action at issue for trial 
# the next assizes in the district registry (if any) of the 
tly or town where the trial is to be had, or with the 
sociate at the assize town as heretofore,” 

Preliminary Examination.—The attention of the council 
bing been called by the Nottingham Law Students’ 
fwiety to the frequency of the judges granting orders dis- 
pausing with the necessity of the applicants passing the 

iminary examination, the following resolution was passed 
the council:—‘‘ That in the opinion of this council it is 
wt desirable that judges’ orders dispensing with the 
pliminary examination of articled clerks should be granted 
vithout a previous reference to the Incorporated Law Society 
dthe United Kingdom.” And at the above-mentioned 
mual meeting of the Associated Provincial Law Societies, 
athe motion of the president of this society, a similar 
ralution was unanimously passed. This being forwarded 
the Incorporated Law Society, steps were taken whereby 
sreturn of the number of orders granted in the last three 
jars was moved for in the House of Commons, and it is 
psibie the society may at an early opportunity apply to 
Puliament for power to superintend the granting of these 
ners, 


Coty Court Legislation.—The council considered the 
weral proposed extensions of the jurisdiction of the county 
wart, and received communications thereon from other 
povincial law societies. The following resolution, which 
ms passed by the council in reply to a report received from 
ie Leeds Law Society on the principal Bill, wiil show the 
wmbers what the views of the council are on this sub- 
jt:—“ That the secretary write Mr. Marshall, that after 
tarefnl consideration the council does not think it desirable 
b support the present Bill, as any extension of county 
wart jurisdiction should, in the opinion of this council, be 
tended with an improved procedure.” 

Frosecution of Offences Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 22.) 
~At the request of the Incorporated Law Society of the 
hited Kingdom, the council communicated with each 
umber of parliament for the town and for the county, 
thing him to oppose an amendment to this Bill, which, if 
wtied, would render barristers eligible for the appointment 
dmassistant to the Director of Public Prosecutions ; the 
mendment, however, became law, and this post is oyen to | 
wh barristers and solicitors of certain standing. 

Suamary Jurisdiction Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vict. ¢. 
Betbsbongh it is clear that this act will throw great 

ional work upon the courts of summary jurisdiction, 

tilithe council believe it to be a measure which ultimately 

till prove most beneficial, especially as regards the clause 

g to summary trial and conviction, thus decreasing 

tenumber of cases which will be for trial at the assizes, 

i thereby enabling the judges to devote more time to the 
1 of the civil business. 

Supreme Court of Judicature (Oficers) Act, 1879 (42 & 43 
Vite. 78).—As it was probable that an attempt would 
®made to obtain the insertion in this Bill of a clause pro- 

that, on a vacancy occurring in the office of district 
Ngistrar of the High Court of Justice, either at Bir- 
titgham, Bradford (Yorks.), Bristol, Leeds, Liverpool, 
, Or Neweastle-on-Tyne, it should be lawful for 

YeLord Chancellor to appoint to such office (inter alia) a 
Wtinter of not: less than five years’ standing, the council 
er to support any steps the Incorporated Law 

of the United Kingdom should think fit to take in 





opposition thereto. The Act, however, contains no suck 


P" Convey aulgedh 
meeyancing Charges.—The most important j 
before the council during the past year has been the con~ 
sideration of an ad valorem scale of solicitors’ fees in con- 
veyancing transactions. At the general meeting of the 
members on the 22nd of Jaly, 1878, it was decided that 
the then council should take no further action in the pre- 
paration of a local scale of charges, but in consequence of 
the appointment of a special committee of the coun- 
cil of the Incorporated Law Society of the United 
Kingdom to confer with the committee of the Associated 
Provincial Law Societies upon the preparation of 
a scale which would be acceptable to the entire professi 
and which might receive the approval of the Lord Chancel- 
lor, the general meeting, on the 30th of July, 1879, authorized 
the council to reconsider the whole question. After per- 
using the various scales drawn up by the special committee, 
and after several meetings of the council, and no satis- 
factory conclusion being come to, the following resolution 
was ultimately passed and forwarded to the special commit. 
tee :—‘‘ In the opinion of this council no scale of convey- 
ancing charges will be adopted as a rule of business, because 
any scale founded on the principle of average, when applied 
to individual cases, is almost always too high or too low, but 
that an authorized scale might be convenient as a basis for 
bargains under the statute.” The subject is still before the 
special committee of the Incorporated Law Society. 


IRISH SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIA- 
TI 


ave 


The sixteenth annual meeting of this association was 
held on Friday week in the Solicitors’ Buildings, Four 
Courts. The chair was taken by Mr. William Roche, 
president of the association. 

Mr. Burton, secretary of the society, read the reports 
from which the following is an extract :—“ At the close of 
a year of unexampled commercial depression and severe 
agricultural distress it is not to be expected that the re- 
port of the committee to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciaticn for the year 1879 should be a favourable one. Not- 
withstanding the pressure of the times the number of 
members of the association has slightly increased, the total 
number of members at the close of the year 1879 being 
377, making a net gain of three members on the entire 
year. ‘The total funds received during the year amounted 
to £889 2s. 4d., including a legacy of £400 bequeathed by 
the late Mrs. Henry Roe. Of the former sum £310 were 
expended in cases which had been carefully investigated, 
and £441 10s, was invested in the purchase of £462 9s, 3d. 
Government New Three per Cent. Stock, making the 
entire capital of the association £3,647 5s. New Three per 
Cent. Stock. The commitiee regret that the income of the 
association last year was inadequate to meet the demands 
upon it, and that seven pressing cases just before 
Christmas had to be postponed for want of funds. 
The committee cannot avoid expressing their regret that the 
society does not receive more support from the profession at 
large. The small number of members, annual and life— 
377 in all—contrasts unfavourabiy with the considerable 
number of gentlemen upon the roll of solicitors set forth in 
Thom’s Directory.’ 

The CHAIRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report and 
statement of accounts, said it could not come upon his 
hearers by surprise that the report was an unfavourable one, 
The times had been most peculiar, and distress existed 
everywhere. The report pointed out what should never be 
forgotten—namely, that the pressure which had even been 
felt by those in easy circumstances had been much more 
severe on their brethren who were in a different condition, 
and who were obliged to appeal to them for aid, Thereport 
stated that the primary object of the society was to give 
reliefto those who had been contributors to their fund. 
Happily they were rarely called on to aid that class, although 
they had been obliged to do so last year, when the application. 
of a late member was promptly met. Nothing could be 
more painful than the statement in the report that 
in consequence of urgent want of funds they had 
been obliged to postpone seven pressing cases just before 
Christmas. He trusted and hoped that no such paragraph 
would ever appear in one of their reports again, It was also 
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painful that out of a profession numbering over one thousand 
members they had only 377 contributors to that valuable 
charity. He trusted that the members would make every 
exertion to remedy this, and that whoever should on the next 
eccasion have the honour of occupying the position, the 
duties of which he now discharged so inadequately, would 
de able to announce that at least one half the members of 
their profession had become members of that invaluable 
society. 
Mr. Witiiam Finpuater said he had much pleasure in 
seconding the resolution, It was a dreadful thing that 
destitution should exist amongst members of their profession 
and their families, and that the society should have been un- 
able to assist them from want of funds. It was a reproach 
upon their profession, which contained so many gentlemen 
earning good incomes, that they did not devote a very small 
, percentage of those incomes to the assistance of their unfortu- 
nate brethren. 
The report was adopted. 
The committee and officers were re-elected, and a special 
fund was started by subscription of £5 cach for Mr. Larkin 
and Mr. Littledale. 








COUNTY COURT JUDGMENTS. 


Tue following is resolution No. 19 of the official programme 
of the annual meeting of the Association of the Chambers of 
‘ Commerce of the United Kingdom, to be held in London on 
the 17th, 18th, and 19th of February, 1880 :— 

‘¢ That it is desirable to extend the principle of the Act 
31 & 82 Vict. c. 54 (which enacts that the judg- 
ments of the Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, or 
Exchequer in London or Dublin, and the decreets of the 
Court of Session in Scotland, shall be respectively effectual 
in any other part of the United Kingdom), to the judg- 

ments of the county courts of England and Ireland, and 
the sheriff courts of Scotland.” 

Mr. Richard Lees, solicitor, of Galashiels, has issued the 
following memorandum relating to the above resolution :— 

The ultimate object aimed at by this resolution is to render 
effectual in any other part of the United Kingdom the 
judgments obtained in the county courts of England, Scotland, 
and Ireland respectively. 

The history of the resolution, so far as this association is 
concerned, is as follows:—On the 13th of September, 1876, 
at was proposed at Bristol, and was adopted without discus- 
sion. The Lord Chancellor was memorialised in terms of it 

on the 14th December following. On the 20th February, 
1877, it was proposed at the annual meeting in London, and 
‘was unanimously agreed to, and the Lord Chancellor was 
again memorialised. Formal acknowledgments only have 
‘peen received. 

Since September, 1876, I find that the subject has attracted 
the attention of, and been seriously considered by, various legal 

journals and public bodies, and that a perfect unanimity of 
opinion prevails (so far as I can gather) in its favour. 

The fact that an Act (31 & 32 Vict. c. 54—July 13, 1868) 
already exists rendering effectual in any other part of the 
United Kingdom the judgments obtained in (what may be 
termed) the superior courts of England, Scotland, and 
freland seems the best argument in favour of the practi- 
cability of the extension of its provisions ; and the farther 
fact that a creditor obtaining a judgment for £1,000 in a 
-county court (as he may do in Scotland), does not possess 
the same power of enforcing it out of Scotland as a 
creditor with a judgment for £50 obtained in the Supreme 

©ourt, is the best argument in favour of its necessity. 

The machinery for carrying into effect the provisions of 
the existing Act in each country was not introduced with 
the measure itself, it being simply the procedure existing 
at the time for carrying into effect an English, Scotch, or 
Girish judgment, as the case might be; and the adoption 
of asimilar practice in the case of county courts’ judg- 
ments seems to be free from objection either theoretically 
“or in practice. 

In the schedule appended to the existing Act certain 
forms are prescribed of certificates of judgments, upon 
‘the registration of which in the books of the court of 
the country in which it is proposed to put it in force, 
the judgment in question becomes, in effect, the judgment 
of that court. The simplicity of this is evident. In 


—= 
may be rendered effectual in any other county jn 
following manner. An extract of it is presented jp the 
Bill Chamber in the Court of Session, with a minute sub. 
scribed thereon in the following terms :— 
[Place and date,] 
Warrant of Concurrence by the Lords of Conngij and 
Session is craved at the instance of [specify name ag 
designation of applicant] for executing the within warray 
against the within designed [specify name of debtor q 
obligant]. 
KSIGNOD) ae ssqseessdeseesssassesccae 
The Clerk of the Bills thereupoa subjoing - 
Fiat ut petitur. 
[Dated and signed by the Clerk of the Bills) 
If this simple indorsement has proved sufficient ging 


other county in Scotland, I cannot imagine any ration) 
objection to a corresponding practice rendering such g 
jadgment effectual in the county of York, Cork, o 
Cardigan. 

While the great practical benefit which the mercantil, 
community would derive (where the principle of the gy. 
isting Act extended in the direction proposed) is beyond 
the reach of question, it seems to me that the principle 
sought to be carried out will only be thoroughly appre. 
ciated when traders find in actual experience the benefit 
which flows from a measure, at present too restricted in 
its operation to admit of its becoming familiar to me. 
cantile men. 





Crevitors’ Claims. 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. %. 


LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
AyutnG, Joun, Liss, Southampton, Gent. Feo 6. Soames, Peters 
ei 

Baker, Francis, Wolverhampton, Hop Merchant. 
and Co, Wolverhampton 

BaNnNaTYNeé, WILLIAM JOSEPH Freperick, Grafton st, Bond st, Ey, 
March 17. Ley and Mould, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Bartow, George, Marchester, Geat. Fed 20. Barlow, Manche 
ter 

BARNETT, ELIzABETH, Chester terrace, Regent's Park. March 25, Kar 
lake, Regent st 

Brooks, EpwagD, Detroit, Michigan, U.S.A., Builders’ Clerk, March? 
Acworth and Co, Rochester 

Brooks, Mary, Chatham. March 17, Acworth and Co, Rochester 

Brown, Henry Joun, St Paul’s rd, Canonbury, Gent. Feb 14, Smith 
and Son, Furnival’s inn 

CapLE, ConNnELIvs, Newport, Monmouth, Gent, Feb 26, Salt ad 
Parnell, Bristol 

CuiLp, ANNE, Newington Green. Feb 21. Jenkinson and Oliver, 
Corbet ct, Gracechurch st 

Coen, ABRAHAM, Alwyne pl, Esq. March 4. Skynner, Fleet st 

CoLston, James BLucuer, Whitchurch, Somerset, Yeoman. March l. 
Gwynne and Co, Bristol 

Det, EvisasetH, Bath. Feb 14. Parrott, Aylesbury 

DuRNFORD, JAMEv, Bedminster, Somerset, General Contractor. March 
1. Benson and Carpenter, Bristol 

E.iott, CHARLES, Glossop, Derby, Gent. Feb14. Smith, Hyde 

Exits, Taomas, Gower st, Architect. Feb 21. Garrett, Doughty st 


Feb 20, Thome 


Bedford row 

Exy, Gzorcz FREDERICK, Halsey st, Chelsea, Gent. Feb 16, Hudso, 
Furnival’s inn 

Evgrstry, Epwarp Wetcu, Bath, Esq. March 1, Timmins, Bath 

FLercuEr, GEORGE, Fairfield, nr Liverpool, Master Mariner, Feb, 
Field and Weightman, Liverpool y 

Garsipz, Rev. Joseru, Leamington, Warwick, Wesleyan Minister, 
Marchl. Aldham, Westminster 

Goprake, DanteL Humparis, Spencer rd, Wandsworth, Gent, Mare |. 

win and Co, Southampton st, Strand 

Grunpy, JoserH Exy, Sheffieid, Silk Mercer. March 10, Rogersasl 
Co, Sheffield ; 

Hatt, Henry, Hoxton High st, Licensed Victualler. feb 14. Smitt 
and Son, Furnivals inn 

Hartiey, BagraoLoMew Hepenstat, Gloucester pl, Hyde Park, ia. 
March 1, Lodge, New ct, Carey st 

Hate, Josiag, South sq, Grays inn, Barrister at Law, Feb 28. Gamlea 

and Son, Gray’s inn sq 

Howarp, WiLLiaM WarpLow, Glossop, Derby, Surgeon, Feb li. 
Smith, Hyde 

Lencraogne, THomas, Briggate, Leeds, Butcher, March 1. Harland, 
Leeds 

Mannina, Tuomas Davis, Yeovil, Somerset, Chemist, Feb 28. May 
and Marsh, Yeovil : 

Martin, Henpy, Market st, Oxford st, Licensed Victualler. Feb 16, 
Hudson, Furnivals ion 

Maxwe.t, Geonce, Petersfield, Southampton, Gent, Feb 6. Soames 
Petersfield 

Marrom, Heway Manin, Faversham, Kent, Plumber. March 31, Job 
son, Faversham 

NreLp, Joun, Ashton-under-Lyne, Gent. March 10, Parker, Manche 


ter » 
Press, James Hewzines, Harber terroce, Stoke Newington. Feb 





Scotland the judgment of the court of any one county 


Chatterton, Ludgate hill 
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waite, SARAH, Greenwich, Kent. Feb 17. Burton and Co, 

Sameoln’.-inn-Gelds 

: p, Joux, Claxby-by-Normanby, Lincoln, Blacksmith, Jan 31. 
Chambers, Market Rasen 

gues, Ropert, Melton Mowbray, Esq. March 1, Barker, Melton 


1) 
on, Foun, Sheffield, Forgeman. March 16. Smith and Son, 
ld 
Ricnarp Jennrson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Gent. Feb 28. 
folden and Co, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Jean BarristTE Emite, Cays, Hayti, a General in the Republic 


of Hayti. Feb 20. Chariton, St Swithin’s lane 
gwinoN, Jo-EPH, Acton, Chester, Farmer. March 1. Fletcher, North- 


javier, Witt1aM, Park st, Grosvenor sq, Barrister-at-Law. March 1. 
fmmett and Son, Bloomsbury sq 
, BENJAMIN, Nottingham st, Marylebone, Feb 16. Hudson, 
Furnival’s inn 
jusvry, ANN, Norland sq, Notting hill, March 2. Clarkes and Co, 
Old Broad st 
Tornvk, Josera, Farnley Tyas, York, Buteher. Feb 9. Iveson and 
Mellor, Holmfirth 
. Epwanrps, Leadenhall st, Merchant. Feb 16. Carlyon 
m, Truro 
WutuaMs, James Joun, Jubilee pl, Chelsea, Wholesale Blind Manu- 
facturer. Feb 15. Hudson, Furnival’s inn 
oe Henry, Long Sutton, Lincoln, Gent. Feb 20. Mossop, Long 
tton 


[ Gazette, Jan 20.] 


Apsorom, Epwarp, Snaresbrook, Essex, Esq. Feb 26. Wilkins and 
0o, St. Swithin’s lane 

Bagtey, WILLIAM, Leicester, Gent. April 20. Berridge and Morris, 
Ieicester 

a Cheshunt, Hertford. March 12. Rumney, 


Brown, GEORGE, Walthamstow, Essex, Egg Merchant. March 14. 
Houghtons and Byfield, Gracechurch st 

Dosson, EvizasetH, Kirkby Ireleth, Lancaster. Feb 14. Butler, 
Broughton.in-Furness 

Eouonps, Jounn, High st Peckham, Butcher. March 20, 
Peters, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 

Fisner, Ann, Wigan. Feb 29, Marsh and Son, Leigh 

Fizox, Huca, Island of Nevis, West Indies, Planter. June |. Fresh- 
fields and Williams, Bank bidgs 

fay, CeaRLes WiLurAm, Liverpool, Stock Broker, March 9. Jones 
and Co, Liverpool 

Gmsons, Emma, Edgbaston, Warwick. March 30. Wight and Son, 


Robins and 


Dudley 
GnanaM, Rev. Joun, Preston Park, nr Brighton, Congregational 
Minister. March 20. Rumney, Walbrook 

Hoop, Wittiam CHAMBERLAIN, Berner’s Hotel, Berner’s st, M.D. 
March 25. Procter, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

larrgn, ANN Maria, Tunbridge Wells. March 1. Cripps and Son, 
Tonbridge Wells 

MacturzE, DuNcAN Mactacutan, Harley st, Esq, Marchl. Shaw 
and Isaacson, New-inn, Strand 

— Wituiam, Baker st, Enfield, Grocer. Feb 27, Rumney, 


eld 
—. Tuomas, Talwon, Montgomery, Farmer. Feb 19. Pughe, 
nfyllin 
Pxsny, Witt1am, Lorne terrace, Highbury Vale, Gens. March 1. 
Eagleton, Chancery lane 
Paypz, Georce, Vauxhall Bridge rd.{|Feb 28. Elliott, Vincent sq, 
Westminster 
ScrocHam, RicHaRD, Liverpool, Saddler. Feb 28. Masters and Flet- 
cher, Liverpool 
Joun, Shafton-two-Gates, York, Publican, Feb 25. Rideal, 


ale 
SaEARD, a Disraeli rd, Putney, Gent, Feb 20. Hill, Halifax 
SmiveLt, RicuarD, Brighton, Gent. Feb 17. Cockburn, Brigh- 
ton 


Sarru, Henny Netson, Higher Broughton, Salford, Commercial Clerk. 
March 1. Cooper, King st, Manchester 

Srrone, Marra, Odcombe. Somerset. Feb 14. Batten, Yeovil 

Tuackray, Jo:EpH, Far Headingley, Leede, Gent. March 31, Butler 
and Middlebrook, Park sq, Leeds 

Tamisy, RicuarD, Ibstock, Leicester, Farmer. March 25. Smith 
and Mammuatt, As) by-de-la-Rouch 

Tavman, FrepeatcK, Castie Gate, Nottingham, Lace Merchant, 
March 1. Stevenson, Nottingham 

Waicnr, Rev, Witttam, Lyons, Bournemouth, Clerk. Feb 28, Mercer 
and Mercer, Copihall ert, Throgmorton st 

(Gazette, Jan 23.) 


Atcocx, Micuazt, Pendleton, Lancaster, Engineer. Jan 29. Hewitt 
and Son, Manchester 
L, Rev ARTHUR Rawson, Chichester, Clerk. March 6. Raper 
and Freeland, Chichester 
Aruenton, James, Ince-in-Makerfield, Lancaster, Beerseller. Feb 21, 
Mayhew and Son, Wigan 
N, GEORGE WiLL1aM, Compton rd, Canonbury, Gent, March 25. 
Whites and Co, Budge row, Cannon st 
30HN, Susan, Mansell st, Goodman’s fields, March 23, Pr en- 
tice, Whitechapel rd 
Byrns, Jans, Herne Bay, Kent. March 1. May, Golden sq, West- 


er 
Cuvacu, Saran, Chelshara ter, Clapham. Feb 24. Walker and Co, 
Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn — 
ottingham, Hosiery Warehouseman. March 9 
ison and Son, Leicester 
Davis, Manta Jang. Harewood sq, Middlesex. March 1. Wynne 
and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Duane, Joun Taappsvs, Sunvinghill, Berks, Esq. March 8, Benbow 
seenneel, Stone buildings, Lincoln’s inn 
. JANE, Cardiff. Feb 9. Grover and Grover, Cardiff 
Girruam, Axn, Duke st, St James’s, March 1. May; Russell sq 


Rozsat, Bristol, Leather Factor. March 1, Brittans and 
Qo, Bristol . : 





seeecen | 


— Joun, New Bond st, Goldsmith. Feb 28. Cobb, Lincoln’s inn 
elds 


James, WILLIAM EpwarD, Carlisle, Cumberl: Esq. Mi 15. 
Williams and Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields a re 
Jones, ALFrep, St. Leonards-on-Sea, Gent. March 20. Roberts and 


Barlow, Lombard st 

—, Witwiam, *Blackburn, Draper. Feb 28, Scott, Black= 

Mercatrz, Rev Wit11aM Ricesagpson, Buckden, York, Clerk. Feb 21. 
Hammond, West Burton 

MIDDLETON, James PaRapine, Greenwich, Gent, March 1. Poole 


Bartholomew close 

Mogris, Exizaseta, Alexander st, Brompton, March 6. Coote,. 
Cursitor st, Chancery lane 

Pack, CaTHaRINE Bonnett, Nottingham. April 30, Thorpe and 
Thorpe, Nettingham 

PaBKER, Martruew, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Chemist. March 15, 
Hoyle and Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

PaRKINSON, ReBecca GARDINER, Boston Spa, York. March1. Simp= 
son and Burrell, Leeds 

Quinton, Mary, Loughborough Park, Brixton. March 26. Wade, 
Clifford’s-inn 

Rozexts, Joun, Widnes, Lancaster, Publican. Marchl, Kirby and” 
Woodcock, Leicester 

States, GeorGe, Cauxhalm3, Lancaster, Wharfinger. March 4. 
Stansfield and Sager, Todmorden 

Tasker, RIcHaRD Taomas, Melbourne, Derby, Surgeon. March 31. 
Smith and Mammatt, Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

bay Jane, Boynton st, Leeds. Marchi. Simpson and Burrell, 

8 


— CurisTorHER, Louth, Lincoln, Farmer, Feb 20, Allison, 
Lt 


WELLS, JoHN SoeLBeng, Savile row, Regent st, M.D, Feb 28. Bircham 
and Oo, Parliament st 
ba —-aa JoszrH, Birmingham, Sadler, Feb 29. Glaisyer, Birming- 


am 
WIittiams, Witt1aM, Llanidloes, Montgomery, Mine Agent. April 1. 
Minshalls and Parry-Jones, Oswestry 
Woop, Hannan Jounson, Higher Sutton, nr Macclesfield. March 26. 
Hand, Macclesfield 
March 25. Brett 


Wrieart, Josrra, Levenshulme, Manchester, Gent. 
[ Gazette, San. 27.] 





and Craven, Manchester 





— 


Leqislatianw of the Meek. 


Feb. 5.—The following are the portions of the Queen’s 
Speech relating to legislation :— 

The Commission which, at the close of the session, 5 
informed you I had issued to inquire into the causes of 
agricultural depression throughout the United Kingdom,. 
is pursuing its labours. In the meantime, the serious 
deficiency in the usual cropsin some parts of Ireland has: 
rendered necessary special precautions on the part of my 
Government to guard against the calamities with which 
those districts were threatened. 

With this view they have called upon the authorities: 
charged with the duty of administering relief to make 
ample preparations for the distribution of food and fuel, 
should such a step become necessary, and they have also 
stimulated the employment of labour by advances on terms 
more liberal than those prescribed by the existing law. 

I feel assured that you will give your sanction to the course 
which has been adopted where it may have exceeded the 
power intrusted by Parliament to the Executive Govern- 
ment. 

A proposal will be submitted to you for providing the- 
fonds required for these exceptional advances on the 
security of the property administered by the Church Tem- 
poralities Commissioners. 

I trast you will be able to resume the consideration of 
the Criminal Code, and of the improvement of the law of 
bankruptcy. 

Bills will be laid before you for enlarging the powers of 
owners of settled land, for consolidating and amending the 
lunacy laws, and for simplifying the practice of convey-- 
ancing. 








-_ 


The case of Matthiessen v. London and County Bank, om 
which we commented last week, is reported 27 WEEKLY 
REPorTER 838. 

The Southern Law Journal says that @ prisoner was 
recently arraigned for some offence against the criminal 
laws of the State, and stated that he was not able to have- 
a lawyer. The court told him to select one of a number of 
young lawyers present to represent him. He contemp- 
tuously surveyed the group of legal tyros, and remarked 
that he preferred to plead guilty at once rather than be 
embarrassed with such counsel. 
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Cuouyt Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATUREZ, 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Cc or MAsTER oF THE . 

Date. prone are voting N.C. Mains. 
Monday ..Feb. 9Mr. Leach Mr. Merivale Mr. Clowes 
Tuesday ...... 10 Latham King Koe 
‘Wednesday.... Leach iMerivale Clowes 

eee Latham King Koe 
Leach Merivale Clowes 
Latham King Koe 


y.C. Bacon. V.C. Hann. * — 
Monday ..Feb. 9Mr. Teesdale Mr. Jackson Mr. Ward 
Tuesday ...... 10 Farrer Cobby Pemberton 
Wednesday.... 11 Teesdale Jackson ‘Ward 
Thursday .... Farrer Cobby Pemberton 
Friday........ 13 Teesdale Jackson Ward 
Saturday...... 14 Farrer Cobby Pemberton 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
OrvER oF Court. 
Saturday, the 31st day of January, 1880. 

Whereas from the present state of the business before the 
Master of the Rolls, the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard Malins, 
Sir James Bacon, Sir Charles Hall, and Mr. Justice Fry 
respectively, it is expedient that a portion of the causes 
assigned to the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors 
Sir Richard Malins and Sir Charles Hall, and now standing 
for trial or hearing before their lordships, should be trans- 
ferred to the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon; and that 
the causes so to be transferred should for the purpose only 
of trial or hearing be transferred from the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir James Bacon to Mr. Justice Fry; Now I, the Right Honour- 
able Hugh MacCalmont Earl Cairns, Lord High Chancellor of 
Great Britain, do hereby order that the several causes set 
forth in the schedule hereto be accordingly transferred from 
the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors Sir Richard 
Malins and Sir Charles Hall to the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
James Bacon, and taken as causes assigned to the Vice 
Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and be marked in the cause 
books accordingly. And I do further order that the same 
causes, when so transferred, be for the purpose only of trial 
or of hearing transferred from the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
Bacon to Mr. Justice Fry. And this order is to be drawn 
up by the registrar and set up in the several offices of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 


Schedule. 


From the Master of the Rolls’ Cause Book, 
Braine v Bigg act, wits 1879 B 221 
Beker v Lamb act, wits 1879 B 138 
Robinson v Edwards act, wits 1878 R 93 
De Winton v Davies motn for judgt 1879 W 461 
Peterson v Young act, wits 1879 P 55 
Bradford v Hinge act, wits 1879 B 503 
Fritz v Hobson act, wits 1879 F 143 
Monk vy Puller act, wits (Liverpool DR) 1879 M 866 
Lloyd v Anglo-German Tunnelling Co, limd issue for trial, 
wits 1879 A 13 
Milne v'Parnell act, wits 1879 M 156 
Smith v Meux act, wits 1878 S 170 
Alwen v Beloe act, wits 1879 A 125 
Wakefield and Barnsley Union Bank v Rhodes act, wits 
1879 W 209 
Liney v Frost act, wits 1879 L 145 
Foxy Frost act, wits 1879 F 116 
wglefield v Hughes act, wits 1879 I 68 
Milward v Stanley act, wits 1879 M 198 
Milward v Williams act, wits 1879 M 195 
“Thomas v Williams act, wits 1879 T 123 
Newton v Nock act 1879 N 61 
Harding v Williams act, wits 1878 H 427 
-James v Brookstank act, wits 1878 J 124 
Leaver v Le Gros act, wits 1878 L 76 
Robins v McLean act & motn for judgt, wits 1879 R 34 
— a deceased MaskellvPoncione act, wits 1879 
21 ; 





fe . Ce 
| ‘Rees v Metropolitan Board of Works act & motn for judg, 
| _ wits 1879 R 1656 
| In re Marshall, deceased Daykin v Woodward act, wi 


1879 M 294 


| Patton-v Pollard act, wits 1879 P 301 
| Davis v Ortingstall act, wits 1879 D 14 


Gloucestershire Banking Cov Morse act, wits 1879 @4 


| From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Malins’ Cause Book, 


In re Abram, Abram'v Abram act, wits 1878 A 146 
Studholme v Brown act, wits 1879 S 89 

Jones 'v Williams act, wits 1879 J 34 

Standard Building Society v Morison act, wits 1879 § 7 
Sheehan v Great Evstern Ry Co act, wits 1878 S 29 
Edwards v Bverill act, wits 1879 E 47 

Gooch v Myers act, wits 1879 G 209 


| Anderson v Barford act, wits 1879 A 108 


Stogdon v Tagpen act, wits 1879 S 490 
Horn v Heywood act, wits 1879 H 305 


From the Vice-Chancellor Sir Charles Hall’s Cause Book, 
Lucas v Cooke act, wits 1879 L 211 
Buxton v Byrd act, wits 1878 B 544 
Thomas v Frosser act, wits 1879 T 7 
Llanover v Homfray act, wits 1870 L 77 
Phillips v Llanover act, wits 1871 P 58 
Lutton vy Alt act, wits 1879 L 113 
Wynn v Bulmer act, wits 1879 W 82 
Bird v Ecclesiastical, Commrs for England act, wits 1879 
B 136 
In re W J Minns, deceased, Minns v Nobbs act, whts 
1879 M 162 
Holgate v Tenant act, wits 1879 H 422 
Hogg v Mater act, wits 1878 H 491 
Nobels Explosives Co v Vivian & Co act, wits 1879 N42 
Nobels Explosives Co v Whittle act, wits 1879 N 41 
Heathcote v Stainer act, wits 1879 H 266 
Connery v Sawyer act, wits 1879 C 385 
Wilson v Whitworth act, wits 1879 W 117 
Walters v Cornock act, wits 1879 W 237 
Greenfield v Blewitt act, wits 1879 G@ 295 
In re Bewicke, Baker v Bellman act, wits 1879 B 106 
Goreham v Michell act, wits 1879 G 129 
Carrns, ©. 
None of the causes in the above schedule will be placed 
in the paper for hearing before Thursday, the 12th of 
February, 1880, unless by the written consent of all parties 





SALES OF ENSUING WEER. 


February 12 —Messrs. C. C. & T4Moore, at the Mart, at 1 for 
2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Estates (see advertisement, 
this week, page 4.) 

February 13.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney & Co,, at 
the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estates (see advertisement, 
Jan. 31, page 4.) 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Feb. 5, 1880. 
RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways. Paid. Closing Price 





Stock|Bristol and Exeter 
Stock|Caledonian ... soveeeeee 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western .., ashes 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordimary Stock sescsssss oo] 
Stock|Great Northern w.ecccccceees oreeceesereee 
Stock! Do., A Stock* 

Stock /Great Southern and Western of I 
Stock|Great Western—Original 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire .......s0se000e 0 
Stock/London, Brighton, and South Coast........+ 5 
Stock|London, Chatham, and Dover 1 
Stock|London and North?Western .......s0s000008 cose} 
Stock!London and South Western ....00.ccsessssonnees 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln sesso 
Stock |Metropolitan 
Stock} Do,, Distriet 
Stock| Midland e 
Stock |Nerth British 
Stock|North Eastern 
Steck!North London 
Stock/North Staffordshire ..0.....+0 gosedbebtubbasskitel 
Stock South ‘Devon 

Stock | South-Eastern 









































*.A neceives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 
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—— 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 
»Conele, 9! Annuities, April, *85, 0% 
ner dose wey Do. (Red Sea 7.) Aug. 4 1908 
Ex Bills, £1000, 24 per Ct. ee 
Ditto, £500, Do, 10 pm. 
er Oa» Jan.’94 Pitto, 2100 & £26¢, 10 pm. 
rCant,,Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock 2276 
Jan. "60 Ditte for Account. 


_ 
— 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTH. 
ces.—Jan. 30, at Croydon, the wife of Harry Frances, 


siicitor, of ason. 
MARRIAGES, 
Davis—JAFFE,—Feb. 3, at the Synagogue, in St. Petersburg- 
, Bayswater, Israel Davis, of 6, Kings Bench-walk, 
enple, M.A,, barrister-at-law, to Jane, daughter of the 
B.. Jaffe, of Villa Down, Carnalea, county Down. 
et elt an. 29, at St. James’s, Muswell-bill, 
Edward Wm. O’D. Manson, barrister-at-law, to Else Char- 
lotte, widow of the late Rev. W. P. Manson. 


DEATH. 


$meuENs.—Jan. 30, Archibald J. Stephens, LL.D., Q.C., 
recorder of Winchester, chancellor of St. David’s and Bangor, 


aged 71. 











LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
Fray, Jan. 30, 1880, 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
a, eae, James pl, St Luke’s, Baker. Pet Jan 27. Murrey, 
at 
Bultitade, Archibald Benjamin, and William Rammell, ony eq, 
Qiland Colour Merchants, Pet Jan 27. Murray. Feb 13 
Hermann — Barbican, Hat Manufacturer, oper Jan 
%. Pe Feb 10 at 1} 
- i, om Elsworthy terracs, Primrose hill. Pet Jan 26. Pepys, 
at 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Barnett, Walter Robert, Sydenham, Hotel Proprietor. P et Jan 20. 
Pitt-Taylor. Greenwich, Feb 10 at 1 
— William, Magor, Mormouth, Grocer. Pet Jan26. Davis. 
wport, Feb 15 at 12 
theney, John, oe STP Tobacconist. PetJan27. Rollit. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Feb 11 at 3 
. Oxford, Builder, Pet Jan 26, Bishop. Oxford, Feb 
a 
‘mith, J | Rutherford, Southampton. Pet Jan 28. Daw, jan. 
Southampton, Feb 19 at 12 
Taylor, James, Ramite, of no oecupation. Pet Jan 28. Cole. Birm- 


ipgham, Feb 13 at 2 
Tvespay, Feb. 3, 1880. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 


To Surrender in London, 
Igard, Charles, Sir Charles st, Berkeley sq, Baronet. Pet Jan 29. 
Hazlitt, Feb i8at 12 
lcke, Charles Walleston, High st, Clapham, Solicitor. Pet Jan 29. 
Haglitt. Feb 18 at 1 
try is st, Strand, Wine Merchant. Pet Jan 29. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Semen pe Jobn, Burslem, Hosier. Pet Jan 28. Tennant. Hanley, 
at 2 
William, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Wholesale Provision 
Merchant. Pet Jan 29. Hyde. Stockport, Feb 16 at ll 
idgon, Joseph, and Harold Selby Davidson, Andover, Southamp- 
ton, Auctioneers. Pet Jan 29. Wilson. Salisbury, Feb 16 at3 
alg Charles, Manchester, Tailor, Pet Jan 29. Lister. 
Manchester, Feb 19 at 12 
Johnstone, John, Birmingham, Draper, Pet Jan30. Parry. Birm- 


Pore Feb 20 at 2 
James, Gontertent Ship Chandler. Pet Jan 20. Ellis. San- 
deriang, Feb 1 
ae, John ay ‘helt, Etchingham, Sussex. Pet Jan 31. Oripps. 
Tunbridge Wells, Feb 16 at 3 
» Richard, Prescott, Lancaster, Publican. Pet Jan 30. Bell- 
Tinger. Liverpool, Feb 16 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frivay, Jan. 30, 1880. 
White, Na hanicl, Grecian chmbrs, Temple. Jan 27 
TuEspay, Feb, 3, 4880. 
Ell, Jame Howard, Malmesbury, Hants, Builder. Jan 30 


Liq ne by E 
FIRST MEETING OF CREDITORS. 


Fripay, Jan. 
A, Zohn Bontoft, L-verton, Lincoln, Miller. Feb 12 at 1 at 
of Bailes, Church lane, Bostoa 





Adams. Charles, Botesdale, Suffotk, Farmer. Feb 12 at'2 atthe Bel 
Hotel, Richinghail Inferior. Cross 
Aliens, Samuel, Chariton, Kant, < Civil Engineer. Feb 18 at3 at offices 
of Haigh and. Agar, Gresham st 
Alexander William, Britwell, Salome, Oxford, Farmer. Feb 12 at 12.30 
- oo yaa Hotel, High st, Wallingford. Hedges and Co, Wal- 
ingfo 
Arnoid, Albert, Lamberhurst, Sussex, Farmer, Feb Ml at 3.30.q@t 
_Offices of Btone and Simpson, Church rd, Tunbridge Wells 
Ashton James, Liverpool, Baker. Feb 11 at 3 at.offices of Carruthers, 
Lord st, Liverpool 
Barnes, Joseph, Manchester, Commission Agent. Feb 20 at 3-at offices 
of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 
Barnes, Robert, St. Martin’s, Northampton, Builder. Feb 11 at 10 at 
otfices of Law, St. Mary’s pl, Stemford 
Beattie, Robert Alexander, and Charles George Sim, ey ae 
York, Worsted Stuff Manufacturers. Feb 12 at 11at offices of 
Killick and Co, Commercial Bank bidgs, Bradford 


Bentham, Thomas, Oak Terrace, Blackheath, Watch and:Clock Maker. 
Feb 17 at 2 at offices of Morphett and Hanson, King st, Cheapside. 
Terry, Kiog st, Cheapside 

Bentley, Thomas, Great Grimsby, China Marchant. Feb 12 at 11 at 
effices of ‘Summers and Brown, Lockhiil chambers, Cleethorpe rd, 
Great Grimsby 

Brewer, William, Saint Issey, Cornwall, Mitler. Feb 12 at 2 at 
the Royal Hotel, Bodmis. Greenwood, Plymouth 

Brockhurst, James, Farnham, Upholsterer. Feb 13 at 4 atthe Whites 
Swan, Coleman st. Staniland, King st, Cheapside 

Campion, Thomas, Brecon, Grocer. Feb 13 at 2 at offices of Bonnell 
Bishop, Wheat st, Brecon 

Charple, William, jun, Manchester, Plane Manufacturer. Feb 11 at 8 at 
offices of Storer, Fountain st, Manchester 

Clitton, Joseph, Delph, Saddleworth, York, Woollen Cloth Manu- 
facturer. Feb 13 at 3 at the offices of Bottomley, New st, Hudders- 
fleld 

Cohen, Simon, and Daniel Simon Cohen, Hatton garden, Diamond 
Merchants. Feb 18 at 4.30 at the Inns of Court Hotel, High Hol- 
born. Lewis and Lewis, Ely p!, Holborn 

Collier, Graham Edward, Uxbridge, Schoolmaster. Feb 14 at 1 at 125, 
High st, Uxbridge. Gwies, Chancery lane 

Collins, John, St Peter’sst, Hackney rd, out of business. Feb 7 at 
10.80 at 45, Commercial :d Kast. Hicks, Victoria pk rd 

Cox, Levi, Liverpool rd, Islington, Oil and Cvlourman. Feb 9 at 12 at 
offices of Anning, Cheapside 

Coxon, George, Newcastle-upon Tyne, House Agent. Feb 10 at 2 at 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-T'yne 

Davies, William, Liverpool, Builder. Feb 13 at 3 at offices of Thorn- 
ley and Dismore, Water st, Liverpool 

Dodd, George, Hattersley, Chester, Farmer. Feb Li at 11 at offices of 
Brown ang Ainsworth, St Peter’s gate, Stockport 

Eardley, George, Hulme, Manchester, Hat Mannfacturer. Feb 16 at3 
at offices of Bond and Son, Dickenson st, Manchester 

Eayres, John, Northampton, Market Gardener. Feb 12 at 12 at offices 
of Banks, Bradshaw st, Northampton 

Ellis, Martha, Normanton Common, nr Wakefield, Grocer. Feb 13 at 
2 at Saw Inn, Wakefield. Booth, Holmfirth 

Elworthy, Samue!, Tauaton, Somerset, Boot Dealer. Feb 17 at 12 at 
Grand Hotel, Bristol. Reed and Uook, Taunton 

Fennelly, Richard, Centrai Provision Market, West Smithfield, Pro- 
vision Merchent. Feb 20 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Heath and Parker, St Helen’s pl 

Flaxman, Robert, Beccles, Suffolk, out of business. Feb 12 at.3 at 
offices of Angell, Blyburgate st, Beccles 

Garcia, Philip Henry, Covent Garden Market, Fruiterer. Feb 11 at 2 
at offices of Beyfus and Beyfus, Lincoln’s-inu-fields 

Greaves, Edmund, Upland rd, Peckham, Grocer, Feb 18 at llat 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham Sb. Kempster, Lower Kennington lane 

Greaves, Edward, Bowling, York, Greengrocer. Feb 16 at 4 at cffices 
of Atkinson and Wilson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Greenwood, William, Bradford, Agr icultural Implement Maker. Feb 
il at 12 at offices of Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

Griffiths, Isaac, Llangendeirne, Carmarthen, of no occupation. Feb 
14 at 10,15 at offices of Griffiths, St Mary st, Carmarthen 

Guttridge, Frederick, Liverpoo!, Licensed Victualler. Feo 17 at 3 at 
offices of Hankinson, Queen’s chambers, John Dalton st, M 


ter 

Hamp, John, Holeomb Newington, Oxford, Farmer. Feb 12 at llat 
High st, Oxford. Mallam 

Hargreaves, Charles, Hulme, Manchester, Dentist. Feb 13 at 3.at 
offices of Gardiner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Hart, Richard, Chatham, Grocer. Feb 12 at 2 at offices of Clabon, 
Great George st, Westminster. Wood and McLeilan, Rochester 

Harvey, John, Birmiagham, Grocer. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Temple row, Birmingham 

Hawkes, George, Redditch, Warwick, Needle Scourer. Feb 13 at Sat 
offices of Maunder, Moor st, Birmingham 

Bay, William, Allington, Linooln, farmer. Feb 17 at 12 at offices of 
Thompson and Sons, Gratham 

Higgine, George, Aston, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 19 at 12 at the 
Court. House, Court st, Upton-upon-Severa, Ooventry 

Hislop, ca, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Feb 18 at 3 at 
offices of Hill, Queen sq, Wolverhampton 


Holden, wilbaw. and Stephen Myles, Stalybridge, Chester, Builders. 


ae 12 at 2 at officesof Garside, Arcade chambers, St Mary’s gate, 
hester 

Hont, James, St Helens, Lancaster, Licensed ;Victualler, Feb 18 at 

2,20 at the Law Association Booms, Cook st, Liverpool. Collins 
and Co, Liverpool 

Jacobs, Hyam, Cardiff, out of business. Feb 13 at 11 at offices of 
Morgen and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Jakens, Joseph, Bury, Lancaster, Chemical Manufacturer. Feb ll.at 3 
at offices of Grundy and Oo, Union st, Bury 

Jenkins, David, jua, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Farmer, Feb 17 at 12.30 at 
the Castle Hotel, Bridgend, Randall, Bridgend 
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Jones, John, Rofft, Anglesey, Pig Dealer. Feb 19 at 11 at the Rose 
Cottage, Llangefni. Dew, Llangefni 

Kent, William, Ipswich, Wine Merchant. Feb 13 at 12 at offices of 
Pollard, St Lawrence st, I:swich 

Kitchen, Henry Holden, Leytonstone, Essex, Shipping Clerk. Feb 11 
at 10 at 51, Stamford st, Blackfriars. Goatly, Westminster Bridge 


rd 

Klenck, Benjamin Henry, Landport, Hants, Furniture Dealer. Feb 10 
at 2 at offices of Gregory, Moorgate st 

Lansdel], John, Tonbridge, Kent, Commercial Traveller. Feb 11 at3 
at the Chequers Inn, Lamberhurst. Gorham and Warner, Ton- 


bridge 

Lansdown, Thomas, Clerkenwell green, Licensed Victualler. Feb 13 at 
2 at offices of Robinson, Chrterhouse sq 

Line, Edward, Sheffield, Ctrier. Feb 11 at 11 at offices of Mercer and 
Alderson, Bank st, Sheffielt 

Margetts, Frederick William, Hallow, Worcester, Miller. Feb12 at 11 
at offices of Pidcock and Sons, Foregate st, Worcester 

Marsh, Joseph Mascal], Ashteid, Surrey, Trainer of Racehorses, Feb 
9 at 2.30 at offices of Breckels, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall st. Lane, 
Gresham st 

Matthews, John, Birmingham, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb 11 at 1 at 
the Swan Hotel, New st, Birmingham. Hughes, Westbromwich 

Maynard, James, Bishopgate st Without, Upholsterer. Feb 7 at 11 at 
offices of Simpson, Bishopgate st Without. Harrison, Richmond 
gardens, Shepherd’s Bush 

Mayo, John, Dymock, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 13 at 11 at 
offices of Dighton, Newent 

McCann, James, Birmingham, Builder. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of Burn 
and Co, Temple st, Birmingham 

McWilliam, Jan es, Woodlesford, York, Grocer. Feb 17 at 11 at offices 
of Tennant and Barret, Albion st, Leeds 

Meredith, David, John Meredith, and Thomas Meredi'h, Llandudno, 
Provision Dealers, Feb 13 at 2 at offices of Gibson and Co, South 
John st, aati x ed Harris, Liverpool 

Miller, George, Holmwood, Surrey, Grocer. Feb 13 at 11 at offices of 
Sadler, High st, Dorking 

Mineard, John Cox, Tudor pl, Tottenhamcourt rd, Furn ture Manufac- 
turer. Feb 12 at3 at offices of Ruddall, King st, Cheapside 

Monckton, Gibbons Ambrose, Elmsted, Kent, Grazier. Feb 17 at 1 at 
offices of Few, Borough High st 

Morgan, Edward, Birmingham, out of business. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of 
Parry, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 

Morntt, Thomas, Ousefleet, York, Farmer. Feb 16 at 2 at offices of 
England and Son, East parade, Goole. 

Mottram, Charles, Salford, Lancaster, Brewer. Feb 12 at 8 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yd, Manchester. Darbishire and Tatham, 
Manchester 

Nicholson, Edward, Southsea, Painter. Feb 11 at 3 at offices ot Ed- 
monds and Clark, Cheapside. King, Portsea 

Nickless Danie!, Claines, Woreester, Baker. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 
Corbett, Avenue House, the Cross, Worcester 

Norman, John Thomas, Queen Victoria st, Electrician, Feb 11 at 2 
at offices of Digby and Liddle, Circus pl, Finsbury circus 

North, Henry, Rothley, Leicester, Grocer. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of 
Freer and Co, New st, Leicester 

Oates, James, Richmond, York, Tailor. Feb 16 at 11 at the Railway 
Hotel, Northallerton 

Oborne, William, Barton Saint David, Somerset, Farmer. » Feb 11 at 
12 at the Red Lion Inn, Yeovil. Watts, Yeovil 

Oldham, John, Preston, Lancaster, Beerseller, Feb 12 at 3 at offices 
of Edelston, Winckley st, Preston 

Olding, John, Southampton, House Decorator. Feb 13 at 3.30 at offices 
of Watts, High st, Southampton 

Olliff, James, Hove, Sussex, Grocer. Feb 14 at 11 at 145, Cheapside. 
Goodman, Brighton 

Parkinson, Bennett, North Kilworth, Leicester, Farmer. Feb 12 at 
11 at offices of Rawlins and Son, Market Harborough 


Payne, Theophilus, Southampton, Bootmaker, Feb 13 at 2 at offices of 
Watts, Hich st, Southampton 
Peacey, William George Henry, Three Colt st, Limehouse, Grocer. 
Feb 11 at 2 at offices of Briant, Winchester House, Old Broad st 
Peddlesden, John, the younger, Wadhurst, Sussex, Farmer. Feb 13 
at 2 at the Camden Hotel, Tunbridge Wells. Rogers, Tunbridge 
Peel, Alfred, Pontefract, York, Tobacconist. Feb 13 at 2 at offices of 
Spink, Pontefract, 
Poate, Stephen, Landport, Hants, Chemist. Feb 14 at 12 at 21, Union 
st, Porteea, Mills, South eq, Gray’s-inn 
Rackham, John, Terlivg, Eesex, Farmer. Feb 13 at 12 at offices of 
Blyth, Chelmsford 
Reeve, Isabella, Hanover st, Dressmaker, Feb 12 at 8 at offices of 
Alsop and Co, Great Marlborough st 
Robinson, Dan, Sale, Chester, Stonemason. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
Farrar and Hall, Fountain st, Manehester 
Rogers, Mary, Albany pl, Plymouth. Feb 12 at 12 at offices of Pearse, 
Princess sq, Plymouth 
Roper, Henry, Skegby, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 16 at 12 
at offices of Maltby, Westgate, Manfield 
Scott, Christopher, Rampisham, Dorset, Dairyman, Feb 11 at 10.30 
at offices of Watts, Yeovil 
epard, Thomas, Marston 8t Lawrence, Northampton, Butcher. 
Feb 13 at 10 at offices of Crosby, Bridge st, Banbury 
Simpeon, George, Airmyn, York, Innkeeper. Feb 16 at 3.30 at offices 
of England and Son, East parede, Goole 
gleton, James, Stalmine, Lancaster, farmer. Feb 13 at 2 at offices 
of Blackburst, Lytham st, Blackpool 
Skinner, John Young, Sutton Bridge, Lincoln, Tailor. Feb 10 at 12 at 
the Bank Rooms, Atheneum, King’s Lynn. Wilkin, King’s Lynn 
Smith, Samuel, King’s Norton, Stafford, Gun Maker’s Manager. Feb 
12 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 
Smith, William, Walter Bejchamp, Essex, Farmer, Feb 12 at 3 at the 
Cups Hotel, Colchester. Goody, Colchester 
ille, Edwin Charles, and George Mortimer Hill, High st, 
Camden Town, Builders. Feb 16 at 2 at offices of Hill, Mincing lane 
Speller, Frederiek Charles, Gateshead, Durham, out of business, Feb 


11 at 3 at offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon- 


e 
oukee, Anthony Power, Broomsgrove, Worcester, Auctioneer. Feb 
11 at 3 at offiees of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 





Stevens, George Sinderby, Bristol, Furniture Broker. Feb 7 at ig 
offices of Tonkin, Albion chambers, Bristol 
Swan, Alfred Charles, Diss, Norfolk, Auctioneer, Feb 18 at 8 at offles 
of Pollard, Saint Lawrence st, Ipswich 
Feb 11 at Ig 
junderland. Brown, gy. 


Thompson, Jobnson, Sunderland, Durham, Joiner. 
offices of Fletcher and Sinton, John st, 8 
derland 

Thompson, William, Sheffield, Builder. Feb 7 at 11 at Offices of Pier, 


Queen st, Sheffield 

Tribe, John Henry, Worship st, Finsbury, Cabinet Maker, Feb 13 at 
8 at offees of Witdecombe, Metropolitan chambers, Broad st 

Tweddell, Frederick Elliot, and John Maclaren, Newcastle-apon-?. 
Merchants. Feb 10 at2 atthe Law Svciety, Royal arcade, Ney. 
castle-upon-Tyne, Bash and Nelson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Viveash, Oriel, Uckington, Gloucester, Farmer, Feb 7 at 1 at offites 
of Winterboth»m and Co, Essex place, Cheltenham 

Yates, John, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Cowkeeper. Feb 5 at 3,30 x 
offices of Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 

Yewda'!, Isabella, Lincashire, Furniture Dealer. Feb 12 at 11 at offi 
of Holden and Whelan, Church st, Lancaster 

Walford, Daniel, Wincanton, Somerset, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 11 af 
at 3 at offices of Watts, Yeovil 

Walker, Alfred, Newby, out of business. Feb 7 at 10 at offices of 
Robson, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Widdowson, Wiliam, jun, Attercliffe, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler, 
Feb 12 at 11 at offices of Mellur, Queen st, Sheffield 

Wright, Frederick George, Margate, Kent, Coal Merchant. Feb 16 a 
2 atthe Guildhail Tavern, Rushton, Lancaster place, Strand 


Tugspay, Feb 3, 1880, 

Anson, John Simes, Burn, York, Farmer. Feb 18 at 12 at offices of 
Weddall and Parker, Selby 

Arthur, Albert Ernest, and George Frederick Arthur, Enfield, Builders, 
Feb 25 at 11 at cffices of Romney, Baker st, Enfie'd 

Asher, William Mackenzie, Birkenhead, Painter. Feb 13 at 3 at offices: 
of Mawson, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead 

Aspinall, John, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Builder. Feb 20 at 3 at offices 
of Lawson, Peter st, Manchester 

Atkinson, Thomas, Beiners st, Oxford st, Costumier. Feb 18 at3a& 
offices of Abranams, Bedford row 

Barter, Benjamin, Worcester, Provision Dealer. Feb 14 at Ila 
offices of Stallard, High st, Worcester 

Bartlett, Jam2s, Soutnsea, Hants, Grocer. Feb16 at 4 at offices of 
King, North st, Portsea 

Beddoes, William Cartwright, Thomas Titley, and William Thoms, 
Shrew-burv, Plumbers, Feb 12 at 11 at offices of Morris and Sons, 
Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Bentley, John, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 13 at 10,30 at officesof 
Adderley and Marfleet, Normacott rd, Longton 

Biers, John, Lawn pl, Shepherd’s Bush, Book-keeper. Feb 18 at 2at 
at offices of Fowler, Abchurch lane 

Bishop, John, Lisson grove, Edgware rd, Grocer. Feb 26 at 3 at office 
of Foster, Brunswick sq, Bloomsbury 

Boteler, Henrietta, Lyme Regis, Feb 16 at 1 at Three Cups Hotel, 
Lyme Regis. Gundry 

Brewer, Elizabeth Harvey, Exeter, Greengrocer. Feb 17 at liad 
offices of Hirtzel, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Burrage, Edwin Harcourt, Norbiton, Sarrey, Journalist. Feb 24 at3 
at offices of White, Lancaster pl, Strand. Brown, Lancaster pl 

Butcher, Benjamin, Twert:n-on-Avon, nr Bath, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Feb 16 at7 at offices of Clark, Union st, Bath 

Buxton, James, Edensor, Longton, Staffard, Builder. Feb 17 at 11.30 
at North Stafford Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Clarke and Hawiey, 
Longton 

Cant, Joseph, Leicester, Common Brewer. Feb 16 at 3 at officesof 
Freer and Co, New st, Leicester 

Carder, Henry, Nottingham, Engineer. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
Clifton, St Peters chmbrs, Nottingham 

Carlisle, William, Rochdale, Lancaster, Carver, Feb 17 at 3 at offices 
of Molesworth, Rochdale 

Chapman, Joe, Challock, Kent, Farmer. Feb 17 at 3 at Saracen’s Head 
Hotel, Ashford. Norwood, Charing 

Clark, Charles, Heath Town, nr Wolverhampton, Ooal Dealer. Feb 14 
at 10.80 at offices of Rudland, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Clarke, James, Norwich, out of business. Feb 13 at! at offices of 
Schoolbred, Fau!kner st, Manchester, Minor, Manchester 

Combs, Benjamin, Bishop Stortford, Hertford, Photographer. Feb 1% 
at 11 at offices of Acland and Son, Market pl, Bishops Stortford 

Cottam, John, Croston, Lancaster, Builder. Feb 12 at 10 at the Shelleys 
Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Banks, Preston 

Counsell, Walter George, Camberwell rd, Auctioneer. Feb Il st 
2 at the Swin Tavern, Great Dover st, Borough. King, Walbrook 

Cowman, Richard, Skipton, York;Grocer, Feb 17 at 3 at the Ship 
Hotel, Skipton, Paget, Skipton 

Dancaster, Herbert, Margate, Kent, Fancy Stationer. Feb 25 at 3a 
offices of Lockyer, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Daniels, Christopher, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Feb 16 at 2 at 
offices of Salt, Keele st, Tunstall : 

Down, George, Bristoi, Grocer. Feb 13 at 12 at offices of Richards, Com 
st, Bristol, Brown and Hancock, Bristol of 

Eason, John, Leominster, Hereford, Chemist. Feb 16 at 3 at offices 
Moore, Corn sq, Leominster the 

Edmonds, Edward, Elton, Ohester, Shoemaker. Feb 14 at 10.30 at 
Commercial Hotel, Booth lane, Elton. Fletcher, Northwich par 

Edwards, George, Kington, Hereford, Miller. Feb 23 at 11 at the 
Hotel, Church st, Kington. Panyter, Kington offices: 

England, Eaward, Elworthy, Somerset, Farmer. Feb 19 at 11 st 
of Reed and Cook, Paul st, Taumton Talbot 

Franklin, Thomas, Slingsby, York, Baker. Feb 16 at 3 at the ' 

Feb 26 at 2 at the 


Hotel, Malton. Foster and Co, Great Driffield 
Evans, Lewis Charles, Barton, Bedford, Builder. 
George Hetel, Luton. Times, Hitchin of 
Finlay, James, Liverpool, Provision Dealer, Feb 17 at 3 at offices 
ena Dale st, Liverpool Feb 19 
Fletcher, Henry Hope Leigh, Manchester, Yarn Agent. Man 
at3 at offices of Hankinson, Queen’s chmbrs, Jolm Dalton st, 
chester ? offices 
Flinders, Edward, Yelling, Huntingdon, Baker Feb 18 at 11 at 
of Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots { 
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Joseph, Whiskham, Durham, Coal Fitter. Feb 17 at 2.30 
of te ow, enatety, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upoa-Tyne, Jolitfe, 
: Sh 


jel 
John William, Carlton sq, Mile End, Designer. Feb 14 at 1 at 
of Cooper, Chancery lane 
Histon, Henry, Rattlesden, Saffolk, Farmer. Feb 19 at 12 at King’s 
fiesd Hotel, Stowmarket. Hayward and Sons, Stowmarket 
arbatt, William Parkinson, Kingaton-upon-Hall, Trader in Land, 
fb 12 at 1 at the Imperial Hotel, Paragon st, Kingston-upon-Ha ll, 


walker and Spink. Hull 
John, Fenchurch st, Corn Factor. Feb 24 at 2 at offices of 
, Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 


furqaand and Oo, Coleman st. Stewart 
qumett, William Bax, Strood, Kent, Saddler. 
Charlton and Co, Queen Victoria st. Hearn, Queen Victoria st 
ik, John. Ashbourne, Derby, Grocer. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of 
Flint, Fu!l st, Derby 
gading, John Porch, Hastings, Saw Mill Proprietor. Feb 13 at 12 at 
Guildhall Tavern, London. Langham, Hastings 
(amrd, John, Woodhouse, nr Lesds, Builder. Feb 12 at 3 at offices of 
Pallan, Bond st, Leeds 
(gfiths, Evan, Milford, Pembroke, Stationer. Feb 18 at 2 at Bush 
Hotel, Pembroke Dock. Brown, Pembroke Dock 
(ifiths, William, West Bromwich, Miner. Feb 17 at 11 at offices of 
Shakespearo, Clurch st, Oldbury 
(es, Thomas, and Henry Thomas Guest, Wakefisld, Tim>er Mer- 
chants. Feb 12 at 11 at offices of Harrison and Beaumout, Chancery 
june, Wakefield 
full, Thomas, Pendlebury, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. 
dices of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 
fil, William, Birmingham, Grocer. Feb 18 at 3 at offices of Ryland 
ad Co, Cannon st, Birmingham ¢ 
fel, James Barnes, Southsea, Hants, Ironmonger. Feb 23 at 1.30 
soffices of Brett and Co, Leadenhall st. King, Portsea 


Feb 17 at 3 at 


furis, James, Goffs Oak, Cheshunt, Hertford, Farmer. Feb 28 at 11 

stoffices of Rumney, Baker st, Enfield 

Hepworth, Richard, Ossett, York, Nail Maker, Feb 14 at 10.30 at 
dices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, swear 

Hewett, James, Titchfield, Hants, Farmer. Feb 16 at 12 at 145, 
Cheapside. Goble, Fareham 

fill, Gardiner, West Latton, York, Grocer. Feb 17 at 11 at offices of 
White, Exchange st, Great Driffield 

foigkinson, Sandbach, Chester, Grocer. Feb. 16 at 3 at the Wheat 
Sheaf Hotel, Sandbach 

folmes, Richard, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Miller. Feb 16 at 11 at 
the Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 

fome, Octavius, Upper Thames st, Carrier. Feb 12 at 2 at the Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. Stephens and Co 

Huntley, William, Stoke-upon-Trent, no occapation. Feb 14 at2 at 
offices of Lawrence, Old Hall st, Hanley 

ldfryes, James, Upper Park st, Barnsbury, Tin Plate Worker, Feb 
Bat 12 at offices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s church yd 

ihoson, Benjamin Owen, Sheffield, Fruiterer. Feb 13 at 12 at oflees 
of Mellor, Queen st, Sheffield 

one, Johu, Birmingham, Draper. Feb 20 at 12 at the Royal 

Hotel, Temple row, Birmingham, Gatis, Wolverhampton 

Imes, John, Audley, Stafford, Wheelwright, Feb 12 at 2 at offices of 
Sherratt, Market pl, Kidsgrove 

Jones, Sylvester, Plaistow, Essex, Commission Agent, Feb 19 at 3 at 
ofices of Cooper and Rees, Broad st bldngs 

hoeelyne, George Edward, Kidderminster, Auctioneer. Feb 13 at 3,30 
itotfices of Miller Corbet and Co, Church st, Kidderminster 

Inight, George William, Chichester, Sussex, Plumber. Feb 17 at 3 at 
ofices of Arnold, East st, Chichester na 4 

e 


» George, sen, Sherrington, Buckingham, Farmer. 
pt l2 at the Swan Hotel, Newport Pagnell. Bull, Newport Pag- 


lake, George Thomas, Crown rd, Fulham, Undertaker. Feb 20 at 12 at 
dices of Plunkett and Leader, St Paul’s Churchyard 

lawrence, Christopher George, Beech st, Barbican, Silversmith. 
Feb 17 at 2 at the Guiidhall Tavern, Gresham st, Carter and Bell, 


eap 
layman, Fred Richard Leopold, Maidstone, Gold and Silver Smith. 
Feb 13 at 12 at offices of Drake and Oo, New Bridge st, Ludgate 
Greus, Norton and Son, Town Malding 
littechild, William Thomas, Whipsnade, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 12 at 
liatthe George Hotel, Luton Ewen and Roberts, West Luton 
lucas, Wilbraham, Wellington, Salop, Builder. Feb 17 at 11 at offices of 
Taylor, King st, Wellington 
» George Lewis, and James Augustus Deane, Stafford, Sewing 
Silk Manufacturers. Feb 19 at 11 at the Swan Hotel, St Edward.st, 
leek, Bishton, Leek 
William, Walsall, Licensed Victualler. Feb 13 at 11 at offices 
o Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 
id, William, Stoke-upon-Trent, Grocer. Feb '6 at 12 at 
Court Offices, Stoke-upon-Trent. Robinson, Stoke-upon- 


Mainwaring, Walter, Oxford, Kent, Miller.jf{Feb 19 at 1.30 at offices of 
er, Loudan rd, Sevenoaks 
Marcus, Henry, Piccadilly, Jeweller. Feb 14 at 1 at offices of Collings, 
Buckingham st, Strand 
Marshall, John, Middlesborough, out of business, Feb 13 at 2 at offices 
o{Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 
, Thomas Adair, Gresham st, Barrister-at-Law. Feb 12 at 3 at 
dices of Barker, Union ct, Old Broad st 
Mason, George, High st, Acton, Ironmonger. Feb 11 at 3 at 111, Cheap- 
Side, Cannon, King et, Cheapside 
Matthews, William, Stechford, Worcester, Schoolmaster. Feb 18 at 3 at 
of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 
» David Catheart, The Cedars, Clapham common, Military 
io’ Feb 11 at 3 at offices of Cope Chancery lane 
he George, and F L nelly, Carmarthen, Buulders, 
23 at 12 at offices of Home, Vanghan st, Lianelly 
Milater 8, William Collett, Armley, York, Tobacconist. Feb 13 at 3 
offices of Pullan, Bond st, Leeds 
, 6s, Edward, Leeds, Provision Dea'er, Feb 13 at 12 at 
Miles eae ote iscliff, Durhi 11.30 
Ls} rham, Saddler, Feb 19 at 11. 
hills, Coniscliffe rd, Darlington 


. 




















Ormerod, James, jun., Keighley, York, Coal Merchant. Feb 14 at 12 
at offices of Routh and Co, Commercial buildings, Park row, Leeds. 
Hutchinson 

Orpin, Joseph, Sutton Valence, Kent, Farmer, Feb 16 at 11 at offizes 
of Monckton and Co, King st, Maidstone : 

Palmer, James Irving, Blackburn, Lancaster, Travelling Draper. 
Feb 19 at 11 at the Borough Arms, Exchange st, Blaeckburo. 


Lambert, Manchester 
Parain, Elise, New Bond st, Milliner. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Phil 


brick and Corpe, Austin Friars 

Pratt, Petar, Lesds, Jewellsr. Feb 14 at Ll at offices of Tennant and. 
Barret, Albion st, Leeds 

Pritchard, Charlotte, Fleming rd, Walworth. Feb 12 at 10.30 at offices - 
of Marchant, Ludgate Hill. Bost, Ludgate Hill 

Reed, John Walter, Dulwich Lodge, Dulwich, Schoolmaster. Feb 12° 
4 : at the Green Dragon Hotel, High st, Croydon. Hooper, Herne~ 


Rickinson, James Cope, the elder, Kilham, York, Farmer, Feb {3 at 
3 at the Keys Hotel, Great Driffleld. Foster and Son, Great Driffield” 

Riome, Henry James Gardiner, Birmingham, Grocer. Feb 16 at3 at 
offices of Perry, Ann st, Birmingham 

Roberts, William, Nottingham, Joiner. Feb 17 at 12 at the Assembly: 
Rooms, Low pavement, Nottingham. Olifton, Nottingham 

Robinson. Robert, Bowling, York, Mineral Water Manufacturer, Feb 
13 at 10 at offices of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel st, Bradford 

Rogers, Mary, King’s Norton, Worcester, Licsnsed Victaaller. Feb 13. 
at 12 at offices of Hodgson and Haigh, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Ross, Maria, Walsall, Grocer. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of East, Temple 
st, Birmingham 

Sellen, Jesse, Hollingbourne, Kent, Innkeeper, Feb 13 at 11 at offices 
of Stenning, Earl st, Maidstone 

Shaw, Charles Spink, Nottingham, out of business. Feb 16 at 2 at 
offices of Fraser, Broagham chambers, Wheeler-gite, Nottingham 

Shilleto, Michael, Leeds, Grocer. Feb 13 at 3 at offices of Walker, 
South parade, Leeds 

Shrimptoo, Charles James, Ramsgate, Lodging house Keeper. Fab 16 
at 2 at offices of Clark, Abchurch lane 

Shuttleworth, Lot, Keighley, York, Cabinet Maker. Feb 14 at LI at. 
offices of Wright and Waterworth, Devonshire bldgs, Keighley 

Smith, George, Great Staughton, Huntingdon, Farmer. Feb 19 at 2 
at the Queen’s Head Hotel, St Neots. Webb, Austin friars 

Southern, David, Manchester, Packing Case Maker. Feb 24 at 3 at 
offices of Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 

Spelman, Clement Wales, Wortwell, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 at 
offices of Culley and Gould. Quesn st, Norwich 

Stephenson, Charles James, York, Wire Worker. Feb 20 at 11 at o'ficas 
of Dale, Blake st, York 

Stepheoson, Mary, and Thomas William Stepheason, Oswestry, Salop, 
Cabinet Makers. Feb l4at2atthe Pablic Hall, Oswestry. Ellis, 
Oswestry 

Stuttard, Edward, Bury, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Feb 16 at 3 
at offices of Anderton and Donnelly, Garden st, Bury 

Tanner, James, Wadhurst, Sussex, Builder. Feb 16 atll at offices of 
Burton, Dyott terrace, Tunbridge Wells 

Trneman, Frederick, Brighton, Gentleman. Feb 19 at 1 at offices of 
Cockburn Duke st, Brighton 

Turner, George William, Sancton, York, Farmer, Feb 14 at 1 at offices 
of Crumbie, Stonegate 

Turner, James, Hurstpierpont, Sussex, Bricklayer, Feb 16 at 3 at. 
offices of Lamb and Evett, Ship st, Brighton 

Turner, Thomas, Sancton, York, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 at offices of 


Crumbie, Stonegate 
Turville, Thomas, Birmingham, Cider Dealer. Feb 13 at 10.30 at 
Feb 29 at & 


offices of East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Wainman, James, Little Carleton, Lancaster, Farmer. 
at offices of May and Parry, Clifton chambers, Towahall st, Black- 
pool 

Webster, John Henry, Scarborough, out of business. Feb 13 at 11 at 
offices of Richardson, Queen st, Scarborough , 

Wendt, Frederick Augast, Broadway, Ludgate hill, Tailor. Feb l4a¢ 
2 at offices of Cotton, St Martin’s le Grand 

Weston, Frederick, High Wycombe, Grocer. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
Parker and Wilkins. Easton st, High Wycombe 

White, Seymore, Gt Torrington, Devon, Draper. Feb 17 at 12 at offices 
of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Williams, Richard Eustace, Mumbles, nr Swansea, Chemist. Feb 12 at 
3 at offices of Evans, Wind st, Swansea 

Wood, Sydney Pedrick, St Mary Church, Devon, Tailor. Feb 17 at it 
at offices of Lindop, Flest st, Torquay 

Woolf, Raphael Isaac, Kentish Town rd, Merchant. Feb 17 at 12 at 
offices of Matthews and Wells, John st, Bedford row 

Wreford, John, Bow, Devon, Farmer. Feb 12 at 3 at Castle Hotel, 
Castle st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 

Wyatt, Henry, Lakanham, Norwich, Licensed Victualler, Feb 16 at > 
at offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press, 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas- 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 

ast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTiINa A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
=— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
oi . ; 
In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 


H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 
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PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


‘Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Bos MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 


BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS, EC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
A SOLICITOR, aged 27 (admitted in 1877), wishes 


to obtain an Engagement as Conveyancing or General Clerk, 
unéer supervision. London preferred. Highest references. Salary 
moderate.—Address, W. H., Office of ‘* Solicitors’ Journal,” 52, Carey- 
street, London. 


AW OOSTS and ACCOUNTS in all Departments 

prepared from papers or otherwise for taxation or delivery. 

Arrears worked up, town or country. Terms strictly moderate.— 
T. N. Wootton, 60, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 














AW.—Advertiser, who is an admitted man (age 

30), of experience and probity, seeks a situation as Managing or 

Conveyancing Clerk. Salary moderate.—Credentials as to advertiser’s 

fitness for the post, character, ability, &c., on application to J. H., Box 
C 41, Post-office, Huddersfield. 


EGAL PARTNERSHIP.—The Advertiser, who is 
compelled to remove to a warmer climate owing to the indifferent 
health of his wife and family, is desiious of obtaining a share in agood 
firm in some town in the South of England. He is of middle age; has 
been in practice on his own account for the past 15 years in an import- 
ant manufacturing town in Yorkshire, andis a good advocate. Unexcep- 
tionable references given and required.—Avply, Messrs. Kynaston & 
GasquET, 88, Queen-street, Cheapside, London. 


AW PARTNERSHIP.—WANTED, by a Soli- 

citor, a Partner with a small practice to join him in carrying on 

an old-established Business. Good Library and Office Furniture, &c.— 
Address, J. H., ‘‘ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 52, Carey-street, London, 


AW.—City Practice for Sale.—The Proprietor of 

an old-established general business being about to retire, desires 

to dispose of the above.—Address, C. F. Hatyes, Accountant, 118, 
Cannon-street, E.C. 


VV ANZED, by a leading Fire and Life Insurance 

Office, an influential AGENT for the Chancery-lane and Law 
Courts District.—Apply, by letter only, to Mans Ger, care of Messrs. 
Burrup & Son, Stationers, 12, Royal Exchange. 


R. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, Winner of the 

Law Society’s only Scholarship for!the year 1876, Conveyanc- 

ing Gold Meda)list, and Clifford’s-inn Prizeman, prepares Students for 

the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Examinations. Classes are 

limited to six innumber, and the Honour Class is taken separately. 

Pupils are prepared through the post. During the past year many 

of Mr. Napier’s pupils obtained prizes or certificates of honour,—Apply 
to 1, Mitre-court-building, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. 

















a | 

M: INDERMAUR (Clifford’s Inn Prizemg, 

Editor of the Law Student’s Journal, and Author of 
Works for Law Students) receives pupils for all legal 
or reading, both in class and privately, and also prepares 
through the post. The number in each class is limited to 12, 
Final (Solicitors) for last five terms in succession, pupils have 
Honours. During that time 68 sent up, of whom 61 passed, 10 of 
taking Honours.—For terms and further particulars apply, 
or by letter, to Mr. InperMaur, 22, Chancery-lane, London, 


. 
RESTAURANT PARISIEN 
(LATE MADME&. JANET), 
10, CASTLE-STREET, HOLBORN 
(OPPOSITE THE PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE COMPANY), 


First-class Luncheon Bar for gentlemen in the neighbourhood, Pabiy 
and Private Dining Rooms. Dinners for 3s. 6d., 4s. 6d., 5s, 64, 7%, 6, 
and 10s. 6d. Will be served in the Private Dining Rooms; no ext, 
charge for room or pianoforte. Choicest Wines, Beer, and Spiriss. 
Proprietors, Dorner BRoTHERS. 








AN IMPORTANT CONVENIENCE TO LAW WRITERS AND 
SOLICITORS. 


STEPHENS’ SCARLET INK FOR STEEL PENS, 


This new Ink supplies the demand continualiy made but never 
before met, for a Red Ink which is uninjured by Steel or other 
Metallic Pens. Steel Pens left in this ink for months do not i 
the beauty of its colour, nor are the Pens im the least corroded by it, 
The existing Red Inks rapidly destroy Steel Pens, and lose their mi 
colour if used with other than Gold or Quill Pens, This neweolg 
isa very rich scarlet red of great beauty. The colour of this ink 4 
not affected by use upon parchment, and is consequently of grat 
value to Solicitors and Draughtsmen, 

Sold in stone bottles, retail at 1s., 2s., 33; and Imperial Quarts qf 
40 ounces at 6s.each. Also in glass bottles at 6d. and Is. each, 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,¢, 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 203, 


Drart Paper, 5s., 6s. 6d., 78. 64., 78. 9d.,and 9s. 9d. per ream. 

Brusr Paper, 15s, 6d., 178. 6d., and 23s. 6d. per ream. 

Footscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s. 6d. per ream. 

CrEAM-LAID Nore, 3s., 4s., and 58. per ream. 

Large Cream-Laip Nore, 48, 64., 68. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Lan@e BuvE Nore, 38, 64., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Enve.Lorgs, Cream on Buve, 3s, 9d., 4s. 6d,, and 68. 6d. per 1000, 

Tue ‘‘ TempLe’’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d. per 1000. 

FootscaP OrFictaL Envetores, ls. 9d. per 100. 

PARTRIDGE & Cooper’s VELLUM Wove Cxius-Hovse Nore, 9s. 6d, 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up @ host of worthies 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe thi 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, ‘*‘PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” withut 
which none is genuine. 

[NDENTURE SkErns, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s. 5d. ch, 286, per 
doz., 135s, per roll. 

— on FoLLowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d. each, 24s, per dozen, 115s, pt 
roll. 

RecorDs OB MemorIALs, 8d, each, 7s. 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books 


An immense stock in various bindings. 








The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1879 


Every requisite onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate u# 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHAR 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. 
SEALS designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, kt, 
49, FLEET-STREET, aaa E.C. (corner of Serjeants’ 
inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 





AND LAW REFORM in ENGLAND. By 

GEORGE OSBORNE MORGAN, Q.C., M.P., Chairman of the 

Belect Committee of the House of Commons on Land Titles and 

Transfers, 1878—79. Reprinted with additions from the ‘‘ Fortnightly 
Review.” Price 6d.—Cuarpman & Hatt (Limitep), 193, Piccadilly. 


Sperm ’S LL WHISKY. 





K INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Pure, Mild aol 
Mellow, Delicious and most Wholesome. Universally recom 

dad by the Profession. ‘Phe Cream of Old irish Whiskies. 
NT cuit 





Now ready, 1 vol.,8vo, cloth, price 12s., by post 12s, 8d. 


TREATISE of MARRIAGE and DIVORCE: 

with the PRACTICE and PROCEDURE in DIVORCE and 
MATRIMONIAL CAUSES, the ACTS, RULES, and REGULATIONS, 
FORMS of PLEADINGS, and TABLE of FEES, By W. ERNST, 
Judge of District Courts, Jamaica. 


London: W. Riveway, Piccadilly; Stevens & Haynes, Bell-yard. 








Kee: LL WHISKY. Dr. Hassall says 
“ Soft and Mellow, Pure, well Matured, and of very exccllett 
quality.’’ 
INAHAN’S LL WHISKY. Gold Medal, Pans 
Exhibition, 1878; Dublin Exhibition, 1865, the Gold Mets 
20, Great Titchfield Street, London, W. 








a” Cates ory ae 


a «4 


weaw wea eowowewoces fs 


